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Abstract 
People active in nonviolent environmental and social protest movements have sensed for many 
years that newspaper reporting of protests in which they have taken part tends to favour those 
social forces that make the decisions that the protests oppose. Worse, the reporting makes it 
seem that those people involved in the protest were responsible for any violence that 'occurs'. 
This thesis addresses the latter question. A number of researchers, notably Herman and 
Chomsky, have presented evidence that this differential is systematic and is based upon 
ownership patterns. The aim of the thesis is to discern not only whether newspapers represent 
protestsej"s as 'violent', but more particularly how it is achieved. 
This thesis addresses three questions: 
1. What metaphorical resources are typically drawn upon to frame protests and to establish 
initial ideological settings? 
2. WTiat kinds of existential domains are drawn upon to construct protesters differently fi-om 
police and those who support them? 
3. Given a continuum of situations, from reports where many police have been injured all the 
way through to protests where only protesters have been injured, is there a point where the 
construction of protests and protesters as described in the first two questions breaks down? 
The conclusions are: 
1. Qualitative findings do support the predictions of Herman and Chomsky, except in that the 
'ideological filter' is not directed at 'Communism', but rather at 'Terrorism'. 
2. Even in circumstances where it might be least expected - that is, where only protesters are 
reported as being hurt, or where only non-protesters are reported as breaking the law -
even here, the responsibility for the violence is constructed textually as lying with the 
protesters. 
3. A modification of Critical Linguistic theory may be in order so that Cognitive linguistic 
theory may be systematically included. This may make possible the necessary step fi-om 
theorizing a monadic 'resistant reading' to a theory that includes the step from reading to 
public contestation. 
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Chapter 1: Introduction 
This introductory chapter consists of three sections. Section 1.1 sets out the aims, the 
hypotheses, the structure of the argument, and a statement of personal position. In 
Section 1.2, some necessary definitions are discussed. In Section 1.3, the literature 
relevant to the topic of media representation of protest will be surveyed. 
Section 1.1: Statement of Thesis and Aims 
A significant number of researchers have argued that newspapers tend to support the 
state.' In particular, Herman and Chomsky (1988) have argued (largely on the basis of 
content analysis) that the mass media will typically support the interests of the ruling 
elites of their countries of origin because the media are owned by sections of those elites 
and because they are dependent on other sections of those elites for advertising revenue 
and 'quality' information. 
Lester (1992:50) predicts that qualitative analysis will confirm the Herman/Chomsky 
predictions. The aim of this study is to investigate this claim with reference to the 
reporting of political protests in the main Australian newspapers. 
The Australian media are as centrally-controlled as the US media analyzed in 
Herman/Chomsky's work. Of the main newspapers, only The Melbourne Age is not 
owned by Murdoch's News Corp., while both The Australian and The Sydney Morning 
Herald are (Sarre 1989:12). The dependency on advertising has long been noted in 
Australia: McQueen characterized the mass media as '...advertisements which carry 
news, features and entertainment in order to capture audiences for their advertisers' 
(quoted in Sarre 1989:7). Since the underiying economic relationships are comparable in 
the USA and Australia, it seems reasonable to predict that Australian newspapers will 
report political protest in a manner analogous to the reporting of protest in the USA. 
The argument will run broadly as follows: 
• Newspapers depend for their advertising revenue - via sales figures - on readers 
identifying with the newspaper. A main task of the newspaper is therefore to 
encourage this identification by establishing a general frame of shared values and 
phrasing the news in ways that it predicts will be not only understood, but also be 
acceptable to readers. In doing this, it creates a 'WE' consisting of itself and its 
construction of its readers. It sets the event being reported into the world, both the 
natural world and the human world, and assigns a general valuation to the events both 
by positioning the reporting spatially within the newspaper and also by positioning the 
event discursively through metaphors. It also sets the ideological definitions. Three 
aspects of this will be discussed: how 'editorial voice' establishes a definition of what 
constitutes violent action; how it privileges one participant in terms of who has a 
'natural' legal right to control over access to places; and finally, which participants are 
constructed as being the focus of the conflict, and the implications of this. In Chapter 
2 it will be argued that newspapers consistently frame protests in ways that militate 
towards a reading that protests are somehow 'violent' by nature. 
• Part of this framing involves constructing one of the participants in the event - in this 
case in a particular protest - as being more salient to the reader than other 
participants. In effect, the selected participants are categorized as being part of the 
textual 'VkHE'. This is done by describing these participants and their actions in ways 
that linguistically emphasize 'ordinariness'. As WE (it is to be supposed) are not 
violent, the participant that is included within this WE is, by extension, also not 
violent. In Chapter 3, it will be argued that this role is typically assigned to police, or 
to workers or government spokespeople who support the police. At the same time, 
the other participants are allotted the role of THEM. This is done by describing these 
participants in terms that place them within the metaphorical and discursive fi-ames 
established in Chapter 2. Even where protesters are not overtly labeled as 'violent' in 
protests where violence occurs, it is still the protesters who are made to appear to be 
responsible for the violence, while the police are not. 
• Chapter 4 will examine how these two sets of factors combine. A series of articles is 
examined in order to determine whether there are conditions under which these 
constructions break down so that responsibility for violence is placed elsewhere than 
automatically with the protesters. 
The corpus of texts to be examined include reporting on the following protests: 
• The Franklin/Gordon Blockade (Tasmania, 1982-83) 
• Roxby Downs Uranium Mine (South Australia, 1983) 
• Women Against Rape ANZAC Day protests (various cities, 1984-86) 
• Nurrungar (South Australia, 1989, 1993) 
• AIDEX (Canberra, 1989, 1991) 
• Richmond Senior College (Victoria, 1993). 
Statement of Personal Position 
This corpus is obviously selective. The requirement that researchers state their position 
with regard to their topic of research is well established in the Critical literature.^ 
Protests were chosen partly on the basis of the extent of the news coverage at the time, 
and partly on the basis of personal knowledge - having either participated myself or 
knowing a number of people who had. I participated in many of the protests described. 
I have seen friends assaulted and gassed by police, and have been injured myself, and 
have read later that it was the protesters who were violent. I have been involved from 
the point of view of anarchist politics, formal nonviolent politics, and fi-om a broader 
anti-war/environmental perspective. I think I am justified in anger at and distrust toward 
the media over these matters, and I would like to encourage people to object to what the 
media do and how they do it. I do not think that this desire is inconsistent with a desire 
for academically acceptable procedures of discussion and conclusion. On the contrary: 
as the requirement for disclosure of position presupposes, the difference between 
disclosure and non-disclosure is not that such disclosure shows my results to be 'biased' 
and of no value, but rather that readers should be able to test my argument against my 
stated positions rather than my pretending that no such positions exist. As such, in 
principle at least, the results should be more susceptible to criticism than otherwise. 
Section 1.2: Definitions 
Five central concepts will be defined in this section: The nature of Editorial Voice; the 
Communicative Model to be used; the changing role of the police in the UK and 
Australia; the varying definitions of (non-)violence relevant to the study; and the 
distinction between 'representation' and 'bias'. 
1.2.1: Editorial Voice 
The notion of 'Editorial Voice' is central to this dissertation. Disputes over who wrote a 
particular article, arguments over intention and editorial interference, are to some extent 
irrelevant insofar as only the final product is available to readers. The only part of the 
process that the reader has the opportunity to examine directly is the text on the printed 
page. 'Editorial voice' is the set of producers of a newspaper text; in particular, it is 
the last person to have had control over the contents or organization of the article before 
it goes to be printed. It may be any combination of journalists, sub-editors, or editors 
(Bell 1991:44f): the text that emerges is shaped by the power relationships between 
them. In particular, given that the editor is the particular link between news values and 
the needs of management and shareholders, editorial voice can be regarded as the 
operationalization of the needs of the owners. This is not to suggest that this is 
monolithic: editors may come under a number of different sets of influences 
(Menz:1989). Nevertheless, the end product - the article and its positioning in a 
particular page on a particular day - can be regarded as the summary of the power 
relationships between management and journalists on the one hand, and their perception 
of the readers on the other. 
Editorial voice is manifested in a number of ways: 
(a) Selection of words: Events can be fi-amed through the use of metaphors and words 
imported fi^ om other discourses. 
(b) Relative position in an article. Producers of newspaper texts organize information 
in a vertical hierarchy of importance. Information identified as 'most important' is at the 
top of the article; anything below is seen as being of decreasing importance so that 
editing for space can be done quickly and easily. 
(c) Juxtaposition. Within an article, blocks of text drawn from different sources -
perhaps from different original reports - are placed together. Editorial voice must decide 
what bits of news can 'reasonably' be placed next to what in an article so as to make a 
story that is sufficiently coherent within the demands of newspaper style. 
(d) Level of affiliation. Editorial voice indicates some sections of an article as being 
what it regards as relatively 'natural' (within the bounds of the textual W^) by 
representing them in indirect speech. Direct quotes can be taken as a sign that editorial 
voice regards that section as less close to its own point of view - or what it can openly 
admit to. 
(e) Given versus New information. Arguments are arranged syntactically within 
propositions in order that some arguments are represented as new ('news') while others 
are to be read as 'given', 'old', 'predictable'. These relationships can be explored 
through analysis of features such as fore^ackgrounding (see especially section 2.2), 
nominalisation, and passivization. 
1.2.2: Communicative Model 
Editorial voice constructs a text and sells it. Readers buy it. The relationship between 
these two events is complex. Newspapers use large-scale polling operations in order to 
be able to target their texts at an audience that may bring advertisers a return on their 
investment. Feedback can occur through falling sales or through letters to the editor. 
Aside fi-om this, however, there is no direct influence that readers can bring to bear on 
the eventual shape of the text. Negotiation of meanings does take place: editorial voice 
massages a text into a shape that it believes will suit potential buyers. Those buyers, in 
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turn, read the text (or parts of it), bring their own knowledge, experience and ideologies 
to bear, and interpret it according to their own lights, making allowances for what they 
see as the likely 'biases' and slants of the newspaper. 
The media therefore do not determine readers' interpretations of events: readers have 
access to a number of different potential influences, be they other media sources, the 
opinions of friends, personal experiences, or a set of interpretations influenced by 
political affiliations. To suggest that there is only one 'social environment' and that it is 
understood by and common both to editorial voice and to every reader would be 
untenable. Nevertheless, a prime function of the media is to construct a temporary 
common 'social environment', a framework against which events can be not only read, 
but also discussed. This constitutes a temporary common 'social environment' which 
frequently becomes the default 'reality' once people begin to discuss the events 
constructed in a text that they have separately read. The text produced by editorial voice 
is accorded a position of authority by those who agree with it, a position strengthened by 
the myth of'media impartiality'. To this end, editorial voice will be able to construct the 
'social environment' in terms that suit its own purposes (as any producer of a text will 
try to do) because there is very limited opportunity for direct contestation. In this, 
editorial voice will be influenced by the social matrix in which it itself is embedded. The 
results of the Herman/Chomsky research suggest that this framing will generally lead to 
the proposition that Protest is violent because of the community of interest between 
management boards and editors: political protest is generally not in the interests of 
political elites. Chapter 2 explores the way that the nature of the event is framed. 
Another aspect of the relationship between Communicator and Receiver is that, 
depending on the purposes of the Communicator, (s)he will try to build either an 
associative (WE, US, solidary) relationship with the Receiver or a dissociative (YOU, 
non-solidary, sometimes antagonistic; THEY, THEM) relationship. Given the economic 
relationship in the area under discussion, editorial voice has good economic reasons for 
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constructing a WE relationship between itself and the reader - the reader is more likely to 
buy the paper again. A part of this process is that editorial voice will attribute certain 
common characteristics to US: WE are rational, peaceable, sensible, normal and so on. 
Any participants in the events being 'described' that are included within this WTE take on 
these characteristics by default. 
1.2.3: The Role of Police in Society 
It is no part of the purpose of this dissertation to suggest that individual police are 
necessarily thugs. Some, however, no doubt are. Those that are not nevertheless work 
within a culture that has a monopoly on the legal use of violence. Australia's policing 
methods and traditions are drawn largely fi-om those of Britain. Britain itself has two 
traditions of policing: that of the Metropolitan Police Force (for domestic purposes) and 
that of the Colonial Police Force (for keeping the Empire in line: it had its origins in 
Ireland) (Northam 126ff).^  Over the last ten years, British police forces have seen the 
introduction of a number of practices imported directly from Colonial practice. These 
practices are mainly connected with riot control and include detailed plans and directions 
for increasing use of force up to and including lethal force. Whether Australia, too, has 
adopted these plans and methods is a moot point." Certainly, the police reaction to 
protesters has differed according to the political complexion of the government in power. 
ALP governments, whether State or Federal, have tended towards a policy of low-key 
containment by regular uniformed officers; massive violence with horses and Tactical 
Response Groups is used if they deem that the protest is succeeding. Conservative 
governments (whether the National Party in Queensland or the Liberal government in 
Victoria) take a simpler approach. The Queensland police have been well knovvTi for 
many years for their 'boots and all' approach. Similarly, the Liberals in Victoria have 
been virtually experimenting with routine violence against protesters (see section 4.1). 
Basic to this study is the concept that the state takes for itself a monopoly on legal 
violence, and that the police are the main recipients and users of this monopoly.^ 
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The media have a legitimating function: if the media accept ideologically the 'rightness' 
of this monopoly - and it is rarely questioned, so much that to question it is deemed 
'anti-social' - then they are, in effect, supporting its use upon those who question it. The 
ideological nature of the media thus becomes evident. It could conceivably be argued 
that the media are not actually supporting the use of legal violence so much as upholding 
the rule of law, which (the argument goes) unfortunately on occasion involves the use of 
force against those too recalcitrant to listen to common sense and obey the law, a 
principle upon which all good government is founded. This argument will be seen to be 
fallacious in Section 2.2. 
1.2.4: (Non-)Violence 
There are conflicting definitions of violence and non-violence, and the newspapers are 
one of the sites where this conflict is played out. Two distinctions are particulariy 
relevant. 
The first of these conflicts of definition is over the relationship of violence to different 
sections of society. The term violence is used in situations of violence not perpetrated 
by the state. Violence perpetrated by the state and those who support it is called/orce 
(Williams 1983:330). One of the basic requirements for any state to exist is that it be 
able to create the conditions where it can take to itself (and its agents: the police, army 
and bureaucracy) a monopoly on the legal use of violence and can convince the 
remainder of the populace to agree with it by means of the myth of 'legality'. When 
'violence' occurs in a protest, therefore, there will be a strong tendency to associate 
agency with non-police in that police don't use violence but rather force unless the 
contrary is stated. Linguistically, it is important to note that violent has no 
corresponding verb, and therefore the agency involved is not obvious without further 
information: it is not clear 'who hit whom'. The media systematically accept and recycle 
the ideological definition of state violence as 'force', with the effect that whenever the 
term violence is used, the default reading is that the source of the 'violence' was non-
state. In cases where it is so obvious that it was the police that were violent that to deny 
it would be impossible, restricting terms such as police violence are used. 
The second distinction to be made is that between different interpretations of the 
expression 'non-violent'. An important feature of many protests over the last fifteen 
years, particularly - though not exclusively - in the first world, has been the application of 
a set of conscious techniques for conducting non-violent protests, a set of techniques 
developed by the Movement for a New Society in the USA and first seen by the public at 
large in Australia at the Franklin Dam Blockade of 1982-3.^ Throughout this study, 
these techniques will be capitalised ('Non-Violent') in order to distinguish them from less 
formal kinds of non-violent protest (Sharp 1973, 1980). One of the fundamental 
positions of this approach is that because of the state's monopoly on violence, a violent 
response to a protest is likely and is a sign that the state is beginning to lose control of 
the situation. A violent response on the part of the police, therefore, is not a defeat. A 
second fijndamental position is that the process of the protest is as important as the goal: 
that is, that the conduct of the process is part of the goal. This means that success is 
defined differently. The issue becomes, of course: which frame of interpretation will the 
newspapers adopt. 
It is important to add that, just as it is no part of the aim of the dissertation to claim that 
all individual police are thugs, nor is it the intention to claim that all protesters are non-
violent angels. A protest involving confrontation with the police is a situation of great 
stress: for many people at their first protest and facing the prospect of arrest, perhaps the 
most stressflil moment in their lives so far. People - police as well as protesters - become 
nervous. Some hit out out of fear or anger, despite the best-laid plans. The NVA 
training of the last fifteen years has involved intensive training for precisely those 
situations. That being said, it is the aim of this dissertation to demonstrate that in 
virtually every case the newspapers lay the blame upon the protesters, even when other 
sources indicate firmly the responsibility of police. 
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L2.5: 'Bias' versus 'Representation' 
Herman/Chomsky conclude that the US media are biased towards the requirements of 
their own political elite. The question of the validity of the concept "bias' is a thorny one. 
The argument against 'bias' is that it implies that there is a 'truth' that is independently 
verifiable and which the 'bias' diverges from. Clearly, 'truth' is a problematic notion: no 
participant in any event can know everything that happens in that event; still less can 
anyone two moves away, reading about the event in a newspaper. Furthermore, 
language itself forces choices such that a user of a language cannot avoid taking a 
position, even if that position is to avoid overtly taking a position. 'Bias' being 
untenable for those reasons (along with 'objective' and 'subjective') 'representation' and 
'perspective' have been suggested as replacements. There is, however, an essential 
aspect that can be lost if the notion of'bias' is rejected completely: that is, that things do, 
empirically, happen. People are hit by police. Police do attack groups of protesters. 
People reading newspapers can engage in resistant readings and they do so not on the 
basis of 'perspective' but in the knowledge that events may have taken place that differ 
somehow fi-om what is reported. No assumption need be made about any complete or 
final truth; merely that some aspects differ fi-om the report in terms either of attribution 
of agency or omission of detail. 
For the purposes of this study, the following distinctions will be used: 
1. 'Representation' and 'represent' are what editorial voice does and creates. It is the 
action of making a 'picture' of the event from whatever materials are at hand. 
2. 'Perspective' differs from 'representation' in that it suggests that one of the 
participants would agree with, or prefer, the article more than another participant. An 
article that uses (for example) the police perspective will 'represent the event through 
their eyes'. In a sense, 'perspective' describes the relationship between editorial voice 
and the participants: presenting a police perspective suggests that editorial voice has a 
greater level of affiliation with police than with non-police. 
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3. 'Bias' means the consistent representation of a perspective that gives support to one 
of the participants. 
Section 1.3: Earlier studies of reporting of political protest 
Literature directly concerned with newspaper reporting of political protest is not 
common. Those available have been divided into two groups according to the 
theoretical approach used. 
The first group of studies is drawn from the content analysis approach common in the 
USA. An early analysis was that of Shoemaker (1984), who surveyed media treatment 
of a batch of groups ranging from the Communist Party of the USA to the Ku Klux Klan. 
Her finding was that 'More deviant groups are reported less favorably but not less 
prominently' (see also Herman 1985). Wang, vvriting on the coverage in six countries of 
the 1989 Chinese student demonstrations, confirms this, one of his findings being that 
'...political ideology played a role in the direction, but not necessarily the extent, of the 
coverage of events' (1992:194; see also Baker 1992). Lee and Craig, comparing U.S. 
reporting of Polish and South Korean labour disputes, conclude that the US-THEM 
dichotomy found by Herman/Chomsky was indeed the overriding difference between 
coverage of the two sets of disputes (1992:341). These studies indicate clearly a 
tendency of the media to distinguish protesters from others qualitatively. The 
Shoemaker results, based as they are on media treatment of both right and left, might 
suggest that the media position themselves as somehow 'central' as opposed to 
'peripheral' or 'marginal'; it would be interesting to see whether studies of media 
treatment of neo-Nazi groups in Europe over the last years find that the far right is 
treated in the same way as the far left.' 
Herman and Chomsky claim that the cause of this pattern is the concentration of 
ownership in the hands of a few individuals tightly embedded in the elite networks of the 
countries in question. This aspect has been little explored, in the academic press at least. 
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Ngidang, examining media treatment of anti-logging blockades in Sarawak, provides 
evidence to support the Herman/Chomsky claim. He concludes that the nature of the 
treatment depends upon the connections that the protest has with powerful lobby groups 
(in this case Sahabat Alam Malaysia - SAM -, 'the brain and backbone of the land rights 
movement in Sarawak': Ngidang 1993:97) and the connections that those lobby groups 
in turn have with sections of the media, particulariy the regional and international media. 
This confirms Herman/Chomsky's contention that concentration of media ownership in 
relatively few hands leads to consistent THEM-status being attributed to protesters in 
OUR-countries. The SAM, however, were able to sidestep the effects of concentration 
of media in the hands of Malaysia's national elite by fostering cormections with regional 
and international media. Whi\e media ownership in Malaysia at the national level is 
tightly integrated and controlled, at the sub-national level and internationally it is not -
yet. 
The methodology of content-analysis has come under criticism from several sources. 
The Norwegian peace-researcher Johan Galtung called content analysis 'the choice 
between reliable but irrelevant studies and relevant but unreliable ones' (Van den Berg 
and Van der Veer 1989:161). Criticisms such as these led to efforts to refine the 
methodology and also to achieve some kind of melding of the insights of content analysis 
with those of discourse analysis (Sepstrup 1981; Van den Berg and Van der Veer 1989). 
Within the field of critical linguistics, the range of literature is only slightly wider. Trew 
(1978) positions his article as being an attempt to develop a methodology capable of 
'...revealing the ideology or theory present in a given discourse...'. His methodology is 
largely based upon examining the implications of variations in transitivity in headlines and 
sentences within and throughout texts. The methodology is applied in this case to British 
newspaper texts dealing with events in Rhodesia in 1975 (Trew 1978:39). He concludes 
that internal e-v'idence from these texts indicates clear ideological shaping that takes 
agency out of the hands of the 'rioters'. He also concludes that the methodology has 
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great promise for exploring and explicating the way that power structures texts. He 
adds, however, that '...To develop that promise into a power needs a working out of 
methods of formally applying these ideas to large bodies of material...' (57). 'Into a 
power' raises the question of who the putative power is for, over whom, to what end. 
Hodge explicitly argues that linguists have a role as social agents. Writing about media 
coverage of a Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament march, he seems to be suggesting that 
the critical linguist's aim is '...systemic analysis ... in that search for 'traps' and 
'openings' which the Birmingham study sees as a major aim of their study, and which is 
an aspect of the anti-nuclear struggle where kinds of linguistics should aspire to have 
something to offer.' (Hodge 1985:145). 
Menz (1989) is more explicit. He positions critical linguistics within the broader ambit 
of the critical social sciences, the aim being 'revelation of ruling structures; interests of 
powerful groups; and (exposure of) concealments' (229). Writing about the reporting of 
a series of environmental protests in Austria, he concludes that even though the 
newspaper appeared to support the protesters, the media were nevertheless for practical 
reasons divided in their support and that '...it could be shown that this conscious pro-
position is relativized by an (unconscious) use of a strongly ambivalent manner of 
writing, or (is) even turned into its opposite.' (244). 
Finally, McLeod and Hertog focus on the ways that newspapers construct a 'public' that 
has an 'opinion'. This 'public opinion' fijnctions as a central category against which to 
'marginalise' other groups (1992:259). Their most salient point from the point of view 
of the present study is that of the effects of media constructions of the aims and goals of 
these groups of anarchist protesters: 'The goals, depicted as the overthrow of 
government and corporate power, are never realized. Thus, the media characterizes the 
protests as failures.' (271). 
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A major difference, then, between the aims of content analysis and those of critical 
analysis would seem to be that the former seeks to determine whether there is 'bias' or a 
'differential in representations' in the media, while the latter takes it for granted that such 
a differential exists (from a theoretical position that language will necessarily express 
some ideology, and the linguistic choices made will reflect this) and is concerned to 
explore how it is manifested textually. 
Critical linguistics is not itself without critics. Verschueren attacks - in terms that can 
only be described as trenchant - the critical tradition that he sees as 'putting the media on 
trial', a trial where '...not only is the trial unfair. In most cases a downright circus trial is 
held.' (1985:10). ..Writing of an article by Jalbert* (of whom he says '...getting 
criticized at length is just his bad luck' (25)), he writes that '... 'detailed analysis' by 
scholars such as Paul L. Jalbert show more traces of ideological bias than the media they 
want to crucify for lack of 'objectivity'.' (24). His attitude to critical linguists can be 
summed up by his judgment (drawn fi-om Jalbert's analysis of attributions of 'Marxist' 
and 'rebel' in an Afiican conflict) that '...only an oversensitive marxist with an uneasy 
conscience could arrive at such a conclusion.' (21). Some of the underlying ideological 
tensions within media criticism are here laid out; Verschueren himself appears to position 
himself as accepting of or supportive of the standpoint of 'liberal-democratic' societies 
(27). His singling out of marxism as apparently the sole source of opposition to the 
practices of the media is overdrawn: Chomsky, for example, a long-term anarcho-
syndicalist, is in no sense a marxist, and nevertheless attacks the 'liberal-democratic' 
media at every turn.' 
In the body of this study, elements of critical discourse analysis will be drawn upon 
where appropriate. In addition, analytical techniques will be drawn from the field of 
cognitive linguistics, in particular the work of Lakoff and Johnson (1980), Lakoff"(1989) 
Langacker (1990) and Talmy (1988). Methodological points will be discussed as they 
arise. 
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The results of content analysis - both the Herman/Chomsky material and the smaller 
studies outlined above - indicate quite cleariy that the US media mete out different 
treatment to protesters to that meted out to others. Herman/Chomsky put this down to 
the ownership patterns in the US media. Since the ownership patterns of the Australian 
media are broadly similar, it seems reasonable to assume that, if Herman and Chomsky 
are correct, these ownership patterns will lead to broadly similar results in terms of the 
treatment of protest in Australia. 
The analytical chapters of this study (Chapters 2, 3 and 4) will attempt to see how the 
represention of protest and protesters is achieved. Chapter 2 will examine the ways that 
editorial voice establishes the content of the WE frame, including the default definition of 
non-violence. Chapter 3 examines the different ways editorial voices extends the initial 
WE to include certain participants in the protest - namely, the police and the workers 
supporting the police. The final analytical chapter. Chapter 4, examines the ways that 
editorial voice is able to construct protesters as being the default creators of violence. 
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Notes to Chapter 1 
' Examples are Hall (1980), Fiske (1992), Fairclough (1989; 1992a), Kress and Hodge (1979). 
^For example Menz (1989:228), drawing on Habermas, representing the European critical tradition; 
Fairclough (1989:5) representing the Anaglophone critical discourse analysis tradition. 
•'Given Australia's historical position as both Metrofwlitan in its population and Colonial in its siatiis, it 
might be interesting to trace the history of police practices, particularly in (Queensland, where some 
might argue that a Colonial approach to policing has never been discarded. 
•^ Dr. Col. Thorn of the School of Justice Studies of the Law Faculty of QUT, himself an ex-police officer 
in (^eensland, indicates any such plans and procedures would remain in-house (private 
communication). The details of British plans were only revealed through a leak: see Northam 41flF. 
That the Australian militar}' has done so is indicated in an article by Brian Toohey in The Age (6.6.93, 
pi) where plans called 'Aid to the Ci\il Power' are described. The article claims that in situations such 
as Nurrungar where the army is called out to assist non-military police the notion of non-\iolent protest 
as a democratic right would be ignored. 
* There is evidence that this monopoly is on the way towards being broken: the emplovment of security 
companies in RedclifFe to 'supervise' sueets, along with increased powers to security guards at Brisbane's 
Southbank, may be the beginning of an extension of the right to use state-sanctioned violence but 
•without the limited safeguards that are imposed upon police. 
^This application of N^A theory ('Non-Violent Action') is still having repercussions now: a friend of 
mine in Canada tells in a letter how she, an NVA trainer at the largest protest in Canada's historj', is 
using material and tactics from the Franklin blockade. 
' A comparison of Piatt's article in New Statesman & Society (22.10.93:12) with articles from 
mainstream newspapers on the police response to the anti-racist march on the headquarters of the 
British National Party suggests that there is some differential in media treatment of right and left 
groups. 
* Jalbert, P. (1983) Some constructs for analysing news. In Da\is, H. and Walton, P. (eds) Language, 
Image, Media. Oxford:Basil Blackwell. 282-299. 
' Some critical linguists have at one time or another taken an overtly marxist stance (Kress and Hodge 
1979: x; Fairclough 1992a. 
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Chapter 2: Editorial framing of Protest as Violent^ 
The topic of this chapter is the question of what role does editorial voice take in 
establishing the framework of interpretation for its projected readers? By the 
concept of'fi-amework of interpretation' I mean: 
• How the event is situated in relation to the natural world and to the social world. The 
analytical focus will be upon the metaphors that help to structure the shape of events 
being reported. The distinction between 'natural' and 'social' worlds arises from the 
different source-discourses that editorial voice typically draws upon. This will be 
addressed in 2.1. Section 2.1 therefore focuses on the way that settings for 
interpreting actions are constructed. 
• Section 2.2 examines the way that the ideological background of the event is framed. 
Three areas in particular will be considered. Firstly, since the protesters in question 
were publicly and consciously operating within an NVA ideology, the way that 
editorial voice establishes a default understanding of 'non-violent' will be examined. 
Secondly, given that there is a conflict over rights or access involved, whose rights are 
upheld through metaphor? Thirdly, since there are a number of participants involved, 
between which participants does editorial voice construct the main conflict, and 
whose ideological needs are served thereby? 
2.1: Framing the event through metaphor 
The key theoretical concept in the analysis of fi-aming of events in newspapers is that of 
metaphor and its relationship to Fairclough's concept of discourse.' Lakoff and 
Johnson state that '...the essence of metaphor is understanding and experiencing one 
thing in terms of another.' (1980:5). The example that they focus on is 'argument is 
war'; they go on to analyse the various common manifestations of this metaphorical 
schema: expressions such as 'attack someone's argument', 'cut someone's argument to 
pieces'. As they point out, these metaphorical extensions are very common. Many 
people within the peace movement in particular have attacked (it is very hard to escape 
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the use of them!) the use of such metaphors on the basis that such metaphors emphasize 
the violent and competitive aspects of argument while ignoring or ruling out the 
possibility of peaceful resolution of conflict.. Lakoff and Johnson, however, point out 
that in a society where argument was conducted differently, then we would probably not 
regard it as 'arguing', but rather as something quite different (5) - perhaps a discussion. 
The internal structure of a metaphor can be mapped. 'Argument' and 'war' do have in 
common the fact that they are both part of the human, social world; they both involve 
competitive behaviour such that there is generally a winner and a loser. Both involve 
violence: in a war, physical; in an argument verbal and emotional. Furthermore, the 
balance of forces is usually seen as being reasonably equal - otherwise it would be a 
'tirade', a 'massacre'. Metaphors such as 'argument is war' are as common in 
newspaper discourse as elsewhere. The internal structure of the various metaphors, 
however, varies. While 'argument is war' is a common metaphor - that is, military 
discourse is a common source of metaphorical language when talking about argument -
speakers do have some choice about which metaphor to use and what discourse to draw 
it from: Lakoff" and Johnson later explore the set of expressions around 'argument is a 
journey' and 'argument is a container', pointing out that the choice of metaphor can be 
varied according to the purpose of the user (1980:90). 
Metaphors also have an interpersonal function. They may be drawn from different 
discourses, and the selection of discourse may or may not be acceptable to the audience -
people may reject the metaphorical mapping of an argument as a war. Critical linguistics 
generally draws its concept of discourse from Foucault (Kress 1985a: 6-7; Fowler 1991: 
42; Fairclough 1992: Ch.2). Fairclough argues that for the purposes of critical linguistic 
analysis, a modification of Foucault's concept is necessary (1992:38). In Fairclough's 
terms, discourse is the set of language practices (lexical selections, syntactical choices, 
textual pattemings) that is used in a particular set of socially-determined interactions that 
have developed over time and through social practice.^ While discourses in general 
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may be susceptible to conscious contestation and change, typical use of metaphors is 
much harder to address. Selection of particular metaphors drawn from particular 
discourses becomes conventionalized over time until they become so 'natural' that it is 
hard to find an alternative. The traditional distinction between a metaphor and a 'dead 
metaphor', where the latter is disregarded as being somehow eroded in its 
communicative content, is considered incorrect within this interpretative framework. A 
'dead metaphor' is better regarded as a metaphor so deeply embedded in 'lifeworid' 
discourse that its use is extremely difficult to contest, if it's noticed at all. 
In newspapers, as in most other language, metaphor is used extensively. Certain typical 
metaphors appear to have been developed over the years in connection with the 
reporting of protest. It might be argued that these are 'dead metaphors' whose 
structuring effects are no longer felt. Their very banality, however, may imply that even 
though the initial shock value is lost, the history of familiar associations nevertheless 
leaves an accretion that may be invoked by reuse. 
Firstly, metaphors drawn from the various domains of human interaction will be 
examined, particularly that of protest is military action. This metaphor is superficially 
similar to the 'argument is war' metaphor analyzed by Lakoff and Johnson; the 
underiying structure, however, is quite different. Related, but having slightly different 
ramifications, are the variations upon the term protest (clash, riot). As a final example 
of the way that metaphors can have a structuring effect, the use of pledge is analyzed. In 
the second half of the section, attention is given to metaphors drawn from the non-
human domain: particularly protest as natural event, the effects of which will be 
exemplified through a number of texts. As a contrast, a particular metaphor will be 
examined that expresses the relationship of the human world and the natural world: 
plough. These metaphors potentially play a major role in structuring the reader's 
evaluations of the likelihood that one or the other participant (assigned different roles in 
the metaphor) will be responsible for violence. 
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A cursory examination of newspaper reporting of protest indicates that use of the 
'protest is military action' metaphor is very common. For example: 
(a) ...protesters have conducted sorties... {The Australian 6.1.83:3) 
(b) Anti-dam forces plan wharf assault {The Australian 12.1.83:1 (headline)) 
(c) ...during a vehicular invasion... {The Australian 30.8.83:1) 
(d) Police win the day in the battle of Roxby Downs (77?^  Sydney Morning Herald 
1.9.83:2 (headline)) (hereafter ^Mi/) 
(e) Another battle for Anzac marchers {The Courier Mail 26.4.86:15 (headline)) 
(f) The war to end all wars began yesterday... {The Australian 27.11.91:5) 
(g) 16 hurt as college battle erupts {SMH 14.12.93:1) 
Of these, (b) and (c) will be analyzed, the former because it is the first headline to use 
this metaphor against an overtly Non-Violent protest; the latter because it introduces a 
series of examples that pervade a whole article. 
The earliest example of the use of the battle metaphor as applied to a strictly Non-
Violent campaign appeared in The Australian in 1983 during the Franklin Dam 
Blockade. The first headline to use this metaphor (example (b)) appeared eariy in 
January of 1983. In the reporting previous to this date, the overtly Non-Violent strategy 
of the protesters had seemed to lull the press: in The Weekend Australian of 18-19.12.82 
(p3), it was reported that ...conservationists and police chatted and joked together 
and, at times, complimented each other on their conduct during the campaign. 
After the New Year, however, when work recommenced on the site, it became clear to 
protesters and media alike that the key issue in the coming period was to be the moving 
of a large bulldozer from Queenstown through Strahan and then up the River Gordon by 
barge. This bulldozer was to be used for massive clearance of rainforest around the dam 
site. It was of some strategic and emotional significance. 
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The article of 12 January (see Document 1 in the Appendix for the fijll text) set the scene 
for the reporting to come over the next days. The headline read: 
Anti-dam forces plan wharf assault 
The term assault carries with it clear connotations of violence. It is the legal term used 
for one person using physical violence upon another; it is the term used for a full-scale 
planned attack in a war. Yet the Tasmanian Wilderness Society had made it clear that 
this was still to be part of the Non-Violent protest from before Christmas of 1982. The 
contextualizing effect of the headline is indicated by the reporting of the events of the 
following days. According to reports in The Australian, protesters' phone and telex 
lines were cut the next day, and rocks were thrown through TWS office windows {The 
Australian, 13.1.83:3: see Document 2 in the Appendix), and a boat 'ploughed'^ 
dangerously through a blockade of small boats with police making no attempt to uphold 
the law {The Australian, 14.1.83:3: Document 3). The headline therefore, whatever its 
intentions, reframes the protest such that the acts of violence directed at the protesters 
could be interpreted as part of a battle, even though in this case there was no evidence 
that protesters had any intention of using anything approaching violence. In the event, 
the legal violence of the police and the illegal violence of supporters of the dam attracted 
no condemnation . 
The second example has much the same effect. A National Protest was held at Roxby 
Downs, in central South The Australia. The object was to place pressure upon the ALP 
government of both SA and The Australia to act in accordance with ALP policy of the 
time and stop the plan for a uranium mine to be built. Initial reporting was analogous to 
that at the Franklin before Christmas: Police get friendliness prize at Roxby protest 
{Sydney Morning Herald 29.8.83:3). In The Australian of 30.8.83 (see Document 4), 
however, the first main paragraph runs as follows: 
Police were massing around the Roxby Downs uranium mineshaft late last 
night, fearing further violence from anti-nuclear protesters who clashed 
with officers during a vehicular invasion of the lease area yesterday. 
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This paragraph, as well as functioning to support the nature metaphor of the title of the 
article (see below), also introduces a clear military metaphor: invasion. The military 
construction of the event is reinforced throughout the article by a series of lexical 
choices: 
Para 1 Police were massing; invasion; Para 2: guarded barricade; Para 3: 
explosive; Para 6: siege; Para 9: stormed; Para 16: deploy; Para 19: attacked; 
Para 23: defended. 
Again, whether this use of metaphors drawn from military discourse is intentional or 
(more likely) conventional, the interaction between police and protesters is fi-amed in 
terms of a battle." 
This fi-aming in terms of a battle is inappropriate. It was suggested above that the 
'argument is war' metaphor actually has a solid cognitive base in that it implies that both 
participants recognize that it is a competitive interaction and both participants recognize 
that a certain amount of verbal and/or emotional violence may be used. It is also 
suggested that the main objection to this metaphor from (for example) the peace-
movement lies in the personal distasteflilness of the source-discourse to those people. 
The 'protest is military action' metaphor would appear to be similar: the source-
discourse of this aspect of the reporting is distasteful to many of those who take part. 
There is, however, a more important difference which sets it apart from the 'argument is 
war' metaphor. Structurally, 'argument' and 'protest' are quite different: an argument 
that degenerates into physical violence will no longer generally be called an argument; 
rather it will be recategorized a 'fight' or a 'punch-up' or similar. It will not tend to be 
framed within the 'argument is war' metaphor any longer by calling it a 'battle' or a 
'campaign' or similar. A protest, on the other hand, will be called a 'battle' whatever the 
source of any violence that may occur. Since the metaphor is used in situations where 
violence has occurred, this violence has to be built into the equation. If the metaphor is 
valid, then this implies that: 
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(a) both sets of participants were relatively well matched in their capacity to use 
violence; 
(b) both sets of participants were similarly motivated in their use of violence; 
(c) as a result, violence ensued. 
When it comes to non-violent protest, however, neither of the first two conditions for 
use of battle applies. The police, of course, have the legal monopoly on the use of 
violence. Non-violent protesters, on the other hand, have an overtly stated policy not to 
use violence - not to hit, not to abuse and so on. This is stated in booklets handed out to 
all participants and it is prepared for as far as possible in role-plays in training workshops 
before the protest. Often, people are refused the right to participate unless they have 
done the workshops, though it is difficult to monitor the effectiveness of this. 
One effect of this metaphor of battle, therefore, is that it precludes any possible 
expression of the ideology and strategic practices of the protesters. It makes it possible 
for the police to allow themselves to instigate violence for whatever reason and it will be 
reported as part of the battle. The protesters, on the other hand, while they may be 
engaged in a sit-down protest and have no possibility or intention of hitting police back if 
they are hit, are nevertheless constructed as having the intent or at least willingness to 
use violence. Within the set of entailments that accompany the source-discourse battle 
are terms such as forces and assault. 
This imbalance applies also to other terms that are often used instead of'demonstration 
or 'protest'. While these may not bring with them specific interdiscursivities in the way 
that the military metaphor does, these terms nevertheless carry with them structuring 
schemata, particulariy with regard to the relative roles of participants. The most 
common alternative term to 'protest' is clash: 
(a) Police arrest 44 in bitter anti-dam clash {The Australian (13.1.83:3 (headline)) 
(b) ...fearing further violence from anti-nuclear protesters who clashed with officers 
during a vehicular invasion of the lease area yesterday. (77?^  Australian (30.8.83:1)). 
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(c) Seven protesters were arrested after a violent clash at a boom gate on a road 
leading to the main Whenan shaft. {The Australian (31.8.83:1)). 
(d) Caucus attacks Beazley over Nurrungar clash. {The Australian (4.10.89 
(headline)) 
The Macquarie Dictionary offers the following meanings: 
'v./. 1. to make a loud, harsh noise. 2. to collide, esp. noisily. 3. to conflict; disagree, as 
of temperaments, colours, etc. 4. to coincide unfortunately (esp. of events), -v.t. 5. to 
strike with a resounding or violent collision (...) 9. a conflict, opposition, esp. of views or 
interests.' 
It further appears that an element of its meaning is some form of structural parity - a 
'clash of ideas' is usually one where those clashing have ideas which, while mutually 
incompatible, are nevertheless equally well developed - if they weren't then it wouldn't 
be a 'clash'; similariy, colours and temperaments must be of an equivalent degree of 
intensity before they can be said to 'clash'. It may be that the word is selected for 
protests precisely because it can be argued that it does not attribute any particular 
dominance to either side. Most of the meanings have a sonic element. Only one, 9, 
seems to include any element of cognition or volition on the part of either participant. 
To this extent, the term may militate against a reading such that a protest can actually be 
carefijlly planned, and that arrest, with or without violent action on the part of the police, 
can actually be an aim. It also seems to suggest movement or transfer of energy, and so 
may not suggest the reading that could have been available through other wordings that, 
for example, the protesters were sitting or lying down and were struck from above and 
dragged by their hair. It militates more towards readings where the two items clashing 
are of similar structure or status, as two cymbals might be. 
The varying syntactic function of clash has some effects. As a noun, the interpretation 
that assigns agency to neither participant is relatively likely; in this way clash has a 
potential effect similar to that of the metaphors of natural events. As an intransitive verb 
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without any adverbial additions it also tends to yield this interpretation: 'Police and 
protesters clashed' gives no inherent indication of volition or agency - though readers 
may be more or less inclined to assume that one or the other participant intended it, 
depending on the reader's attitudes to the event. As a verb with an adverbial extension, 
however, the question of which participant fills which NP slot becomes important (Kress 
1985:31; more generally, Langacker 1990 on the cognitive significance of profiling). In 
the article on the protests at Roxby Downs {The Australian 30.8.83:1), the protesters 
were foregrounded (made into syntactic subjects) and assigned agency: ...fearing 
further violence from protesters, who clashed with officers during a vehicular 
invasion.... In an article reporting on events at Nurrungar, the US-Australian base in 
South The Australia in 1989, on the other hand, the slot-assignment was reversed: South 
Australian police clashed violently with Nurrungar demonstrators yesterday, using 
mace... {The Australian, 2.10.93, page 1). In the latter case, the police are syntactically 
foregrounded, and the reading is much more possible that it was the police who used 
violence rather than the protesters,^ though the editorial voice of The Australian is 
careful to locate violence with the protest as a whole (on what was the final and most 
violent day of a five-day protest by 500 peace activists.) Clearly, from comparison of 
these two examples, the selection of assignment of participants to particular syntactic 
roles is not without political effect. 
If the use of the term clash tends to construct the participants as similar in terms of 
motivation for possible use of violence and also the wherewithal for perpetrating it, the 
set of meanings around riot establish a very different set of relationships: 
(a) 60 hurt as anti-racist rally turns to riot {The Australian 18.10.93:6 (headline)) 
(b) Blacks riot after death in custody {The Australian 9.11.93:1 (headline)) 
(c) Police use batons on Chel Roxburgh (inset), a demonstrator at the college 
yesterday...Five protesters and 11 police were injured in the riot. {SMH 
14.12.93:1 (Caption to photograph ) 
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The assignation of responsibility in these examples is fairly clear. In (b), the agents are 
clearly blacks. In (a), there is a slightly hidden - but not too obscure - implication that 
those involved in the rally (the protesters) became those involved in the riot. In (c) the 
process of a protest developing into a riot is not clear. Riot, however, is never used to 
describe the actions of police. It applies by definition to non-State agents unless the 
producer of the text adopts the position that violence has a similar status whether 
produced by the State or by other members of society. The concept is available that 
police violence could be called a 'riot'. An example of an approach that takes this 
position is Stark's concept of'police riots', where he says that 
'...violence is about the only technical competence the police bring to 
confrontation situations. Thus, in a police riot the police are doing what they 
would routinely do, to those they would most like to do it to, and they are doing 
the only thing they are adequately trained to do.' (Veno and Veno 1989:137) 
Veno and Veno call this position '...a particularly intemperate analysis...' (1989:136); 
nevertheless, the monopoly on the legal use of violence does remain the only area where 
police have a legal monopoly over the remainder of society. In each of the three 
examples given above, evidence is available suggesting that a term other than riot inight 
have been more appropriate since there is evidence of police aggression. In the case of 
(a), an article in New Statesman and Society (22.10.93; 12) describes the actions of the 
police on the day; in the case of (b), evidence presented in public meetings suggested that 
the 'abusive bystander' said to have touched off the violence was in fact a well-known 
plain-clothes police officer^; finally, in the case of (c), news footage from the ABC and 
Channel 9 (13.12.93) both indicated clearly a premeditated and organised attack by 
police. However, in using the term riot, the editorial voice invokes an assignation of 
participants to agency that necessarily establishes the protesters as agents of any violence 
that occurs. It also establishes the nature of the relationship between protesters and their 
immediate physical environment: a riot frequently involves large scale destruction of 
property and looting. The Los Angeles riots and the riots in England in the early 1980's 
are the images that most people would probably associate with the term riot; the 
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Springbok Riots (that is, from another point of view, the Anti-Springbok Protests) are a 
particulariy clear example of the power of the appellation. 
The final metaphor to be considered in this body of metaphors drawn from the domain of 
human interaction is pledge. The use of this metaphor exemplifies the way that a 
editorial voice can shape reader expectations of the course of a protest. In early April of 
1993, a protest was held at Nurrungar in central South The Australia. Nurrungar lies 
some five kilometres from Woomera, and is a major link in the US's worid-wide satellite 
surveillance network. As such, it has been central to the US's role in eastern Asia; it also 
has the capability to intercept all The Australian communications, both government and 
private.'' The peace movement in The Australia has, over the last twenty years, held 
regular 'National Protests' at such sites as Nurrungar and Roxby Downs in South The 
Australia, Pine Crap in the Northern Territory and North West Cape and Cockbum 
Sound in Western The Australia. Typically, these protests have followed a particular set 
of procedures, including artests that have been completely non-violent by anybody's 
definition. The Nurrungar protest in 1989, however, was different. Until 1989, no 
unauthorized The Australian citizen had actually seen the radomes from a short distance. 
Previous protests had been stopped some kilometres from the base, with the base itself 
invisible around a hill. On this occasion, however, two groups in particular decided that 
that was not sufficient for them, so they twice led a larger group of people across 
country to the very gates of the radomes. This caused some philosophical and strategic 
dissension among the protesters. In terms of violence, several protesters (including 
myself) were injured by horses; furthermore, several protesters were treated to a dose of 
MACE anti-personnel gas. No police were injured. Those arrested were later released 
without charge. 
Immediately before the similar protest in 1993, a small note appeared in the "In Brief 
column on page 5 of .S f^ff (Saturday, 10 April, 1993): 
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No-violence pledge 
Organisers of a mass protest outside the joint The Australian-US defence 
facility at Nurrungar pledged yesterday to avoid violent confrontation with 
authorities. Up to 1000 protesters were expected to camp outside the main 
gate of the tracking base, near Woomera in South The Australia's Mid-
North, from today to demand that the base be closed. 
Similar language was used in The Courier Mail of the same date (page 11): 
Organisers...pledged to avoid violent confrontation with authorities. More details 
are given here about the aims: 
'Our focus is not on the police," he said. 
The goal of the protest was to reinstate the issue of US bases to the political 
agenda as the Nurrungar lease came up for renewal in 1998, he said. 
No such preparatory article appeared in The Australian. 
Pledge has a significant amount in common semantically with promise. The set of 
groups that perform each action - that is, the participants typically involved - is slightly 
different, however. Children promise to be good; people make promises to each other; 
politicians make election promises (which, however, tend to be greeted with some 
distrust). The main uses of pledge, on the other hand, would seem to be that the only 
time a child makes a pledge it is in the context of state-organised groups such as scouts 
(or, more ominously. Hitler Jugend or Komsomol); adults pledge themselves in marriage, 
but even that is typically an arrangement with church or state; people pledge money to 
charities; finally, poliricians, particularly US presidents, make pledges on seeking to 
attain office or they pledge to uphold their election promises. On the physical level, 
pledges are marked by particular gestures of the hand (on the heart, in the air). From 
this, it would seem that part of the semantic structure of pledge is that it relates 
individual and state: it has a publicly contractual element and is part of what might be 
called 'institutional discourse' as opposed to 'interpersonal discourse'. It also tends to 
include (as naturally it would when the state is involved) retribution if the pledge is 
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broken; breaking promises, on the other hand, leads to 'repercussions' rather than 
retribution. So the very use of the -word pledge sets the scene of the relationship. The 
organizers are metaphorically constructed before the protest as pledging - presumably to 
the police, to the state - that they will avoid violent confrontation. No such pledge, 
naturally, is asked of the police: the state does not typically make pledges to the 
individual. Equally naturally (from the point of view of the state), there is no questioning 
of the right of the state to use violence. 
There is, however, a fundamental problem in this particular pledge. Either set of 
participants can initiate violence. Protesters have no control over police actions. 
Furthermore, decisions can be made about the use of police violence at many political 
and administrative levels irrespective of the behaviour of the protesters. So if the 
politicians or the police decided to use violence, then the very fact that violence occurred 
could be used to show that the pledge had been broken. Since the pledge was 
demanded only of the protesters, the structural means would exist for laying the 
responsibility for violence at the feet of the protesters. The newspapers thus constructed 
for the protesters a pledge over the keeping of which they had no control except to cease 
protesting and to disperse - or: to cease to protest non-violently. 
Metaphors drawn from the human or social domain therefore do appear to structure 
expectation and perception in characteristic ways so that a default reading might be not 
only that protesters have an ability and willingness to use violence on a par with that of 
the forces of the state, but also that they are willing to take responsibility for all violence 
that may occur. 
The second set of metaphors to be examined are those drawn from discourses of nature. 
It has become something of a commonplace that protesters are 'greenies', with whatever 
entailments go with that. It might be assumed that metaphors drawn from natural events 
would be appropriate to and supportive of protesters, particularly to those involved in 
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environmental campaigns. However metaphors, as pointed out above, can have two 
dimensions of effect: firstly, they can structure perceptions of the roles of participants 
and the likely turn of events; and secondly, they have the interpersonal function of 
invoking a relationship between reader and event that is positive or negative. The 
example discussed by Lakoff and Johnson - 'argument is war' - is one that those opposed 
to the military build-up in the worid oppose, while others would defend the validity of 
this metaphor for various reasons. The main example drawn from the discourse of 
natural events, however, is one that most or all humans would recognize as having a 
negative connotation: erupt. This metaphor is almost as common as the 'protest as 
military action' metaphor: 
(a) Roxby erupts as protesters force their way on to site {The Australian 30.8.83:1 
(headline)) 
(b) After two days of peaceful protest, the clashes erupted when demonstrators 
driving cars and station wagons forced their way through a barrier... {SMH 
30.8.83:3) 
(c) At least eight people, including seven police officers, were injured as violence 
erupted again outside the AIDEX'91 arms exhibition yesterday. {SMH21 .\\.91:1) 
(d) The Brisbane melee...wild scenes erupted when about 250 Aborigines marched 
on police headquarters {The Australian 9.11.93:1 (caption to photograph) 
The first of these examples was discussed above (77?^  Australian 30.8.83:1: Document 
4) in the context of metaphors of battle. The headline to this article was: 
Roxby erupts as protesters force their way on to site 
In a very general sense, the source discourse of erupt is that of 'natural events'. More 
specifically, however, it is vulcanism. It carries with it certain expectations from the 
source discourse: eruptions have their origins in nature (that is, they are not 'learned 
behaviours' or originating with human cognition or volition). More importantly, 
eruptions are somehow inexorable and inescapable; and eruptions are destructive. One 
of the meanings that The Macquarie Dictionary attributes to it is '...to break out 
suddenly or violently, as if without restraint'.* In the case of this headline, the syntactic 
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subject of erupt is not a person, but a place, Roxby. Initially, then, a central reading for 
the headline would be an inexorable violent event took place at Roxby: protesters forced 
their way onto the site. This leads to the entailment that protest and violence are as 
naturally linked as are eruption and destruction. 
Unlike clash, where some of the occurrences function syntactically as nouns or as an 
intransitive verb with an adverbial extension (with varying implications), erupt appears 
only as an intransitive verb. It is not necessary to assign responsibility for violence to 
either party; nevertheless, given that police do not use violence but force, there is some 
chance that many readers will adopt a default that assigns responsibility to the protesters. 
This interpretation is backed up by the other 'metaphors of natural events' used later in 
the text (page 2): 
Para 9: protesters...stormed the gates 
Para 10: they burst through a barricade... 
Para 15: Police reinforcements surged to the area... 
In each of these, clearly the common element is that of natural power and inexorability. 
The content, however, is slightly different: storm and burst both represent a force 
schema where a concentration of energy is brought to bear upon a particular point such 
that a barrier is penetrated; storm, in particular, through its connection with German 
strategies during World War 2 - and particulariy with the Nazis ('stormtrooper'), has 
associations both military and pejorative. Surge, retains the common element of force. 
This force, on the other hand, is not concentrated on any particular point: tides surge 
across beaches. The selection of this metaphor in a situation where the police as much as 
the protesters concentrated upon a severely restricted spatial area suggests a particular 
intention on the part of editorial voice, an intention perhaps connected to fearing 
further violence: a tidal surge goes around obstacles rather than being able to 
necessarily knock them down, and police are certainly not usually portrayed in protests 
as 'fearing' further violence. There is one further possible contrasting entailment of 
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these metaphors: erupt and storm in particular are associated with fire; surge, on the 
other hand, is associated with water, the element usually represented in contrast to fire 
and able to put it out. 
The final example of the effects of a metaphor drawn from a certain source discourse is 
that of plough. During the Franklin Dispute, having established the military framing for 
the attempts to stop the movement of the bulldozer from Queenstown to the Gordon 
River, the scene was set for the events of the days to come. The headline of The 
Australian 12.1.83:1 ran Anti-dam forces plan wharf assault. The use of this battle 
metaphor established parity of attitude to the use of violence, when in fact this was not 
the case. Such parity having been established through the battle-metaphor, however, the 
use of violence by police in the ensuing days becomes justifiable - indeed, part of the 
script. 
Two days after this article, The Australian 14.1.83:12 (Document 3) relates the progress 
of the bulldozer on its barge up the River Gordon. The headline reads: 
Fishing boat ploughs through dam protesters 
The source domain of the plough metaphor is obviously agriculture. The social 
weighting given to agriculture is generally positive. In terms of the distinction between 
metaphors drawn from the 'human' and 'natural' domains, where the metaphors drawn 
from the 'human' domain are largely military and those drawn from the 'natural' domain 
are violent, this metaphor expresses something of the attitude to the interaction between 
the two domains such that the 'human' domain dominates and overcomes the 'natural' 
domain. The participants are therefore structured metaphorically in relation to this. The 
police and the workers on the barge constitute the 'human' side of the metaphorical 
relationship; the protesters, on the other hand, constitute the 'natural' side, a side that is 
typically constructed in terms of erupt or other metaphors of destruction. 
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In summary, metaphors with their potential effect for structuring not only perception of 
the stages of the events and the relative roles of the participants in the events, also help 
to structure the general attitude of the reader to the nature of the event. It would seem 
that the function of metaphor is to give initial shape to the background to the message 
that editorial voice is putting to the reader within the textual 'WE' of a newspaper 
article. That background consistently implies that protest is inherently violent and 
justifies the use of violence by police. It might be argued that these are 'dead 
metaphors', a conventionalized part of the genre of news writing, and that readers have 
learned to interpret in its own terms. I disagree with this argument. Following Lakoff 
and Johnson, I would argue that the more conventionalized a metaphor the more 
'natural' and no less powerful its content comes to be. 
The patterns of metaphor use described above can be classed together as lexical 
metaphor in that they all involve the use of individual words or sets of words that 
potentially structure perception in various ways. A second form of metaphor is also 
common in newspaper articles (as elsewhere): grammatical metaphor. Kress opposes the 
use of this concept. He argues that to users, grammatical metaphor '...will seem ... 
simply descriptive; an apt description of the state of the world.' (1989:454). The Lakoff 
and Johnson analysis of dead metaphor would seem to argue against this position. 
Furthermore, other evidence from cognitive linguistics indicates that while a particular 
grammatical metaphor may seem 'apt', it may nevertheless be constructed in ways that 
that assign a particular degree of 'naturalness' or 'givenness' to it. The theoretical basis 
for this analysis is Langacker's theory of figure and ground (Langacker 1990). This 
theory analyses the way that language users assxgn psychological prominence ('salience') 
to aspects of what they communicate (224f). Briefly, for Langacker, a language user 
assigns elements of the intended message to entity status (nouns, pronouns) and others to 
process status (verbs). The speaker also selects one entity as subject of a clause over 
another; in addition, some processes are selected as finite (located in terms of time and 
participants) over another which is made syntactically non-finite. The language user has 
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privileged those elements cognitively over others which could equally have been 
privileged.' To say, therefore, that an aspect of a text has been 'foregrounded' is to 
claim that editorial voice has assigned cognitive privilege to that aspect. Conversely, 
'backgrounded' implies that an argument or proposition has been literally 'pushed into 
the background'. 'Backgrounding', in turn, is linked to the notion of 'given' versus 
'new' information. Backgrounded information is 'given' - hence somehow pre-known, 
even 'natural'. 
The ambit of the concept of 'grammatical metaphor' is wide, and includes elision, and 
nominalisation (Kress 1989: 453f). For present purposes, that aspect of grammatical 
metaphor which involves shifting processes into locations will be considered. Below are 
some examples; all are headlines unless stated otherwise: 
(a) 370 arrested in wild city demo (CM23.10.77:1) 
(b) 200 held in assault on dam (77?^  Australian 2.3.83:3) 
(c) Four held in Roxby clashes {SMH 30.8.83:3) 
(d) Angry miners hit back in dav of violence at Roxby {The Australian 31.8.83:1) 
(e) Police arrest 35 in day of violence at Roxby (77?^  Australian 31.8.83:2) 
(f) Police win the day in the battle of Roxby Downs {SMH 1.9.83:2) 
(g) Demonstrators and police clash during violent protests... {The Australian 
25.11.91:2 (caption)) 
(h) ... five protesters and 11 police were injured in the riot {SMH 14.12.93:1 
(caption)) 
(i) Batons used in violent school protest {The Australian 14.12.93:5) 
(i) 14 people were injured during the violent demonstration (77?^  Australian 
14.12.93:5 (caption) 
In each of these examples, the various lexical metaphors are embedded in a prepositional 
construction. The origin of such constructions presumably lies in editorial voice's need 
for brevity, and it has clearly become one of the commonplaces of newspaper language. 
Intentional or otherwise, however, such a process has perceptual effects. In the same 
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way as Hodge (1985:136) analyses the word peace as being lacking in content because it 
has no intrinsic transitivity (*Who peaced whom?), grammatical metaphor has the effect 
of stripping transitivity - and hence, potentially, agency and responsibility for violence -
out of a process. 
The most common construction of this kind appears to be that of ...in violent protest 
(or variations). The argument from Langacker is that the idea of protest is 
backgrounded, assigned given status. This is reasonable in itself a protest took place. 
What is less reasonable is the inclusion of violent in this type of construction. The 
implication is that the whole protest, from beginning to end, is violent. Furthermore, 
there is no sign of who perpetrated the violence: just like peace, violence has no inherent 
transitivity. It is not possible to directly transform violence back into a process: *Who 
violented/violenced whom? If the default assumption is that police use 'force' while 
non-police use 'violence', then the default interpretation of such a phrase is that 
protesters initiated the violence, while police merely had the task of stopping it. The way 
that this operates in the context of actual articles is examined in Chapter 4. 
Examples such as (f) and (h) work in much the same way. Here the elements 'violent' 
and 'protest' are combined into the one term, battle and riot respectively, though 
different metaphorical implications are involved, as discussed above. In these cases, 
however, the event is doubly metaphorised. Firstly, they are made into lexical metaphors 
with all the analytical problems of participants' relative commitment to the use of 
violence. Then, secondly, these lexical metaphors are assigned 'given' status. So in two 
ways simultaneously, any claim that protesters may make that they have been acting non-
violently is made more difficult to assess; to the contrary: the opposite interpretation of 
the event - that the protesters have acted in a violent manner - is in two ways cognitively 
structured as the 'given', 'natural', interpretation. 
35 
Metaphor, then, according to Lakoff and Johnson a pervasive aspect of human language 
and cognition, can serve to structure perceptions of an event in two ways. Firstly, 
lexical metaphor can locate events within frameworks drawn from discourses that bring 
with them implications in terms of participants' relative ability to use violence and also 
their relative intention of using violence. Secondly, grammatical metaphor can serve to 
make such a construction relatively 'given', 'natural'. Both forms of metaphor act 
together to construct a default interpretation of the nature of the event. On the evidence 
examined above, it seems that the default interpretation constructed is that protests are 
somehow 'naturally' violent in the same way as a volcanic eruption. 
2.2: Establishing the preferred ideology 
The framing of a protest does not only consist of placing the actions of participants 
within a metaphorical framework which assigns typical roles and attitudes with regard to 
violence. It also takes place through editorial construction of the ideological prism 
through which the event is to be viewed. That is, editorial voice attempts to construct a 
common ideological interpretative viewing point for themselves and the putative reader. 
At this stage, three aspects of these ideological positions will be examined: 
Firstly, what is 'non-violence'? In most of the protests discussed in this study, the 
protesters operate within a set of operational parameters different to those commonly 
assumed for protest. The best hope for protesters is to not merely disseminate 
information about the objects of their protests, but also to foster understanding of the 
means by which these are to be achieved. The definition of 'non-violent' is contested 
ground. The protesters' definition of non-violence was discussed in Chapter 1. 
Secondly, whose rights to decision-making power are privileged? In cases where there 
appears to be no basis for deciding that one group is more legally 'right' than the other, 
or where the protesters appear to have legality on their side, how do the media handle 
this? Thirdly, where does the primary conflict of the event lie? Is it between the police 
and the protesters? Or between the protesters and those who make the decisions? The 
protesters would argue for the latter. It is in the contents of the debate between 
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protesters and decision-makers that the actual philosophical and political differences lie, 
not in the 'clashes' with police. W^en protesters accuse the press of 'sensationalizing' 
protests, they are generally referring to this. 
Each of these questions is worthy of a major study in itself In order to make the 
question of media construction of'non-violence' more manageable, the focus here will 
be placed upon one particular period of time, and the relationship between events of this 
time and other protests will be explored in Chapter 4. The focus will be upon the 
transition between the reporting of the Franklin Dam Blockade of 1982-83 (the first 
major protest where the protesters adopted overt Non-Violent methodologies and 
strategies) and the reporting of the protest at Roxby Downs in August/September of 
1983 as the next opportunity for the media to construct their meaning for 'non-violence'. 
The aim will be to isolate what the criteria of editorial voice's definition of'non-violent' 
are. 
The first large-scale consciously Non-Violent protest to become well known The 
Australia-wide was that over the fate of the Franklin River. The protests at Terrania 
Creek in 1979 had been relatively smaller in scale, while employing a similar ideological 
framework; other large protests of the same period such as the landrights protests over 
the Commonwealth Games in 1982 or the Street March and Anti-Uranium protests in 
Brisbane a few years previously had not had an overtly Non-Violent philosophical 
position,'" and it was relatively more difficult for the protesters to force representation of 
themselves as non-violent in tactics and strategy. In a strong sense, an overtly non-
violent strategy and philosophy meant that both police and media had to come to 
understand it and develop new strategies for describing and encapsulating it. 
In the earliest stages of the Franklin dispute, the media represented the relationship 
between protesters and police in very friendly terms: before Christmas of 1982, as was 
quoted above - and the contrast must be emphasized - it was reported that 
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...conservationists and police chatted and joked together and, at times, 
complimented each other on their conduct during the campaign (77;^ Weekend The 
Australian 18/19.12.82:3). After the New Year, however, with the actions over the 
arrival of the bulldozer, the metaphoric construction of the relationship between police 
and demonstrators changed, as related above, to: 
The Australian 12.1.83: Anti-dam forces plan wharf assault 
The Australian 13.1.83: Police arrest 44 in bitter anti-dam clash 
The Australian 14.1.83: Fishing boat ploughs through dam protesters. 
It is not yet described as 'violent'; nevertheless, the military metaphor is beginning to be 
used. Up until that time, the protesters had been walking into the arms of the police, and 
the media had been happy to recognize that action as non-violent. However, the classic 
misconception about non-violent action is that it is 'passive' (as in 'passive resistance'), 
while violence is somehow more 'active'. It seems that the actions before Christmas 
1982 were of a type that would allow 77?^  Australian to classify them as 'passive' and 
therefore 'non-violent'." The actions after the New Year, being directly intended to 
intervene actively but non-violently in the work and destruction, could no longer be 
classified in the eyes of The Australian as 'passive'. Nor, however, could they be clearly 
written off"as 'violent'. For example, the arrests reported in The Australian of 13.1.83:3 
are twice called a bitter clash as opposed to 'a violent clash' or 'a violent protest' as 
they might have been called only a year later (see below for the distribution of'violent' in 
reporting on Roxby Downs). The next best thing was to hide the agency through the 
military metaphor and terms such as clash. 
The issue of the fate of the Franklin River was settled in March of 1983 with the election 
of the ALP. The Franklin had been a major issue on the mainland. The 
environmentalists' victory came as something of a shock to the political right, especially 
as the green movement seemed to have a good relationship with the ALP. At the same 
time, however, the ALP was beginning to cultivate a sweeter relationship with 
entrepreneurial capital, noticeably in the form of Alan Bond - and, importantly, the 
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owners of the media (herein lie the roots of the recent Conrad Black fiasco). The ALP 
has good historical reasons for wanting to do so: The Australian media is thought by the 
ALP to be notoriously pro-conservative at election time. Soon after the election. Prime 
Minister Hawke began to reorganize the platform of the ALP and Senator Richardson 
began to downplay the role of the Franklin debate in the ALP victory. 
The reaction of the media to the changing circumstances soon became apparent. The 
next major opportunity for the media to grapple with the notion of 'non-violence' was 
the Roxby Downs Blockade, occurring only a few months after the end of the major 
blockading of the Franklin protests. Many of the participants from the Franklin 
Blockade took part in the one at Roxby Downs - in some cases with only a few weeks' 
break. This time, there was no obvious party-political support: the ALP had been 
recently elected federally, and there was an ALP government in South The Australia with 
no election in the offing. The only supporters within the mainstream of politics were 
some members of the ALP Left committed to the original ban on uranium mining and 
The Australian Democrats. Roxby Downs saw a major effort of redefinition occur in the 
media. While in the Franklin dispute the mainstream media had given no room to 
discussing what 'non-violence' meant - perhaps it was assumed that everybody knew -
the time had come to construct 'non-violence' in terms favourable to the State. 
The first two days of the Roxby blockade were, according to SMH (30.8.83, page 3) 
...two days of peaceful protests.... In the article in The Australian of the same day 
(discussed above) the sense is created that the protest is no longer peaceful. Metaphors 
such as erupt, invasion, and storm are used. The term used to actually describe the 
event is invasion: protesters...clashed with officers during a vehicular invasion of 
the lease area yesterday. Here, invasion is not only a lexical metaphor but is also 
backgrounded with the effect that it is part of the 'given' structure of the event. With its 
metaphoric content (drawn, of course, from military discourse with all the implications 
suggested in the previous section) removed, the actual force-dynamic is something 
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similar to 'enter' or 'move into': someone moves into another area, while a person 
already there does not wish them to.'^ This underiying reality is reflected in paragraph 3, 
where it is referred to as movement. This is the main difference between the events of 
the first couple of days and the events described as an 'eruption'. This distinction seems 
to apply more generally to protests as a whole. At the Franklin, the focus of agency lay 
with the constructors and the police: the protesters were engaged in trying to interfere 
with movement. At Roxby Downs, the position was reversed. Having been relegated to 
a peripheral location, the protesters attempted to move to a more central position, while 
the police, the hired security guards and some of the Roxby workers were trying to stop 
this movement. The term 'violent' was not used in connection with protesters' actions at 
the Franklin; at Roxby Dov/ns it was used liberally. The main difference would seem to 
be 'movement'. It is enough that protesters initiate movement for them to come to be 
labelled violent. The metaphorical dressing comes with the territory. Related to this is 
the common representation of non-violent protest as 'passive'. If protesters are static 
and passive, then they may be rewarded by the press with having their protests 
recognized as non-violent. If protesters move, if they themselves initiate action, then 
that is sufficient grounds for the event to be called violent, or for the term 'non-violent' 
to be placed in scare quotes. 
The second area of editorial voice's ideological framework to be investigated is that of 
who editorial voice constructs as being more 'valid' in cases where the legal status of an 
event is in dispute. The example of the invasion at Roxby Downs exemplifies this. 
Precisely what, on the basis of internal evidence, was the legality of protesters entering 
the site? In paragraph 6 (Document 4), it appears that protesters: 
...resorted to force after a mix-up saw State Government answers to a series of 
protesters' questions fail to reach the demonstrators before an 11 am deadline. It 
would seem that this 'mix-up' was important in precipitating events at that time, though 
it should not be doubted that protesters would probably have proceeded whatever the 
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answer. The nature of the 'mix-up', however, is not stated until the very end of the 
article: paragraphs 31-32 report that: 
31 Mr Bob Howlett said CANE had expected the State Government to 
communicate its responses to the protesters before the 11 am deadline. 
32 A spokesman for the Premier said an arrangement had been made that 
CANE would contact the Government for the replies, but the protesters 
"didn't bother to ring back'. 
This would appear on this evidence to be a simple case of confusion about who was to 
contact whom. Paragraph 9, however, states that the Premier...had referred the 
questions on the legality of the management stand to the State Minister for Mines 
and Energy.... The Minister, in turn (paragraph 10), ...had prepared a statement in 
response to the questions, defending the company's right to restrict access to 
certain areas of the lease, but the protesters believed their ultimatum had been 
ignored and stormed the gates. In other words, on internal evidence it would seem 
that the legality of the protesters' entering the site was at the time of the events a moot 
point. Nevertheless, editorial voice saw fit to construct the event as if the invasion 
metaphor was a given, part of the 'truth' that the protesters had no right to be there and 
to enter the site. 
This is not an isolated case. The sub-headline of the section of the article that is placed 
on page 2 runs as follows: Policeman hurt as protesters use cars in invasion of site. 
This example of grammatical metaphor - locating the lexical metaphor as part of the 
'given' framework of the event - exemplifies similar usages in the list of grammatical 
metaphors in 2.1. If the event as a whole was an 'invasion', then the protesters had no 
right to be there. Similariy, if a demonstration as a whole was 'violent', then the 
demonstration had relatively less right to take place in a society that constructs itself as 
civil, amenable to negotiation, and careful of civil rights. The typical pattern of 
grammatical metaphors effectively adopts the perspective of those who would rather that 
the demonstration did not take place. 
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These conclusions about whose power and rights editorial voice privileges is fully in line 
with the predictions of Herman and Chomsky. Even when the law is in question - just as 
in cases where police are in clear breach of the law as in the plough incident at the 
Franklin River Blockade - editorial voice will tend to draw upon conventional metaphors 
that exculpate owners of property and agents of the state. 
Finally, and leading directly from this, between which sets of participants does editorial 
voice typically locate the main line of conflict? In the case of this article, the headline, 
the photographs, the photograph captions, and the strategic upper few paragraphs, the 
interaction between police and protesters is foregrounded. It is not until paragraph 6 
that a further participant emerges: the South The Australian Government. Thereafter 
references to this mix-up and to the relationship between, on the one hand, the 
protesters and, on the other hand, the Government and Roxby Management Services are 
split up and separated across various sections of the article, on both pages of the article. 
The general nature of this foregrounding of the conflict of protesters and police over the 
potentially more involved and political conflict between protesters and decision-makers is 
again indicated by the list of grammatical metaphors given above. In the majority of 
case, they are headlines; if not, then captions attached to photographs. That all of these 
headlines deals with police-protester interactions suggests clearly that protester-police 
interactions are privileged within articles about political protests. It might be argued that 
this is natural, that the function of a newspaper is to describe events as they are seen, and 
that where what is seen is conflict between police and protesters ten that is what should 
be reported. This is presumably justifiable in terms of 'news values': violence between 
police and protesters presumably sells more papers than does discussion of the aims and 
methods of protest groups. On the other hand, this process also consistently privileges 
the right of government and business to define the nature of the conflict. 
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2.3 Conclusions 
This chapter had two aims. Firstly, to analyse and describe the metaphorical resources 
that editorial voice draws upon in order to construct a framework of interpretation for 
the textual WE in terms of the event as a whole. Secondly, to examine the ways that 
those resources are used selectively to construct certain ideological positions as 'natural'. 
The results seem to indicate that the primary metaphorical resources are those of military 
metaphors and those of violent natural events, though where these might be applied to 
non-protesters, a metaphorical sub-construction is applied. That this is inappropriate to 
the actual dynamics of the interaction is suggested by the fact that the military metaphors 
in particular imply that each participant has a similar attitude to, and equal access to, 
violence and its use. This is not the case for Non-Violent protest - both for legal reasons 
outside the control of protesters and ideological reasons within the control of protesters. 
This mode of editorial construction allows violence against protesters to be represented 
as 'part of the game', 'natural' in the same sense as a response to volcanic eruptions 
would be. More importantly, it allows the distribution of participants to be constructed 
such that police, government and workers are seen to be grouped as one participant as 
against the protesters. 
This sets the scene. The textual WE has a framework of interpretation which, while 
readers can read resistantly, is nevertheless the default reading. Chapter 3 will expand 
the analysis to examine how editorial voice constructs one of the participants as being 
part of the textual WE. 
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Notes to Chanter 2 
' Metaphor has been proposed by LakofF as being a fundamental organising principle in human 
cognition and language. It is not in this sense tliat it will be used in this chapter, though it will be used 
in LakofTs technical sense at a later stage in this thesis (Ch 3, in the analysis of US and THEM). 
^Norman Fairclough (1992): Discourse and Social Change. Cambridge: Polity: page 67. 
^For further discussion of plough, see Chapter 4. 
* It is interesting that next to the article is the beginning (most of the story is on page 5) of an article 
titled Three Marines die in Beirut. Kress' analysis of the effects of juxtaposition of articles on a page 
may have a bearing here: perhaps the effect of the juxtaposition is to establish the validity of the military 
metaphor and perhaps even to establish parallel roles: SA police= US marines; protesters=killers of US 
marines (that is, terrorists). 
* In fact, the police used MACE, horses and dogs on that day. I was flattened by a horse at full gallop. 
* Unpublished account by Monique Bond of West End of eye-witness accounts given at meetings held in 
West End after the death in custody of Daniel Yock. Distributed in letter form. 
' Ball, Desmond (1980).- A Suitable Piece of Real Estate: American installations in Australia. Sydney, 
Hale and Iremonger: pages 73, 74. 
* The Macquarie Dictionary. Sydney, Macquarie Library, 1991 (2nd edition). 
''The body of techniques - in particular the analysis of nominalisation and passivisation developed by 
early critical discourse analysis (for example Trew 1978; Kress and Hodge 1979) can be regarded as 
explorations of sub-fields of this process within the social sphere. 
'°The strategic approach of the street-march demonstrations can be said to be that of 'small-n non-
violence' in that it was intended that protesters not use violence. 'Large-n Non-Violence', on the other 
hand, involves a distinct set of organisational and philosophical practices. 
" 'Standard model' Non-Violence theory' sees it otherwise: it sees the act of taking a principled ethical 
stand against the use of violence and then wittingly and willingly placing oneself in the hands of those 
who do use violence as an extremely existentially active thing to do, far more so than merely hitting out 
at the source of the 'threat'. 
'^This non-social use oi invade appears in such expressions as 'to invade someone's personal space' and 
'invasion of privac)''. 
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Chapter 3: Constructing the relationship between 
reader and participants 
Chapter 2 examined the way that editorial voice frames the nature of the 'Social 
Environment' for its putative reader by setting the event into particular discursive frames. 
It was demonstrated that these frames have implications for the different participants' 
willingness to use violence, and by determining (and limiting) the range of actions that 
will be regarded as 'non-violent' as opposed to those that will be judged deserving of a 
'forceful' police response. In terms of the communication model, editorial voice has 
buih a relationship between T (editorial voice) and 'YOU' (putative reader) so that 
there is a temporary 'WE'. The broad message is 'WE' see violence. In this chapter, the 
aim is to determine whether there is linguistic evidence to suggest that editorial voice 
represents police and protesters in different ways such that the attitude of the putative 
reader is systematically drawn toward supporting the police and concluding that 'WE' (= 
editorial voice + reader + police) are not violent. 
The analysis will therefore be extended to consider the way that editorial voice builds 
upon the collusion that it hopes it has built up with the reader. In particular, the chapter 
will argue that editorial voice effectively constructs non-protesters (police, workers, 
government, companies) as part of this discursive 'WE' through structuring the 
ideological posirions it sets up as 'shared values'. As opposed to this, protesters are 
implicitly constructed as THEM. 
The body of the chapter consists of two sections, each of which concentrates on 
construction of attitudes to the different participants in a different area of human 
existence: 
3.1: Police, Protesters and Nature : Given the association of the protest as a whole 
with nature and through that with violence, what consistent patterns are there that link 
such images with particular participants via attribution of emotions or more generally 
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'non-rational' tendencies? In other words, what is the effect of any editorial construction 
of what participants do and what they arel 
3.2: 'Emotionalism' and 'Ideology': In the light of 3.1, is there a pattern of editorial 
construction around how participants are supposed to think and feell 
3.1: Police, Protesters and Nature 
Most of the discussion in Chapter 2 was based upon articles from protests that took 
place during the early 1980's, at a time when an overtly non-violent approach to protest 
was new to Australia. The article that much of the analysis in the present section comes 
from was published in 1991. In the intervening years much had happened. The protest 
at Nurrungar in 1989, with its emphasis on mobility (as opposed to static predictability) 
had led to the Labor Government sending troops to support the Federal Police. Horses, 
dogs and MACE had been used. Around the same time, the collapse of the Eastern Bloc 
was well under way, increasingly depriving the media of 'anti-communism' as an 
ideological resource. Finally, Australian participation in the Second Gulf War in early 
1991 had touched off protests of around 20 000 in Melbourne and smaller protests 
elsewhere. 
The Australian International Defence Exhibitions (AIDEX) of 1989 and 1991 in 
Canberra saw what, from the point of view of the media definition of nonviolence, have 
been the most 'violent' examples of protest.' As will be seen, accusations of violence by 
protesters are made in this set of articles that have no parallel in reporting of other 
protests. This contrasts graphically with the representation of the police. Outside of the 
mainstream media, accusations of extreme brutality in handling were laid against the 
Tactical Response Group, and one man^ has claimed to have been tortured by police in a 
manner familiar from some 'Third Worid' countries. These accusations, extremely 
worrying to anyone concerned with the human rights situation in Australia, received little 
or no media coverage. Construction of the police will be covered first, followed by, and 
contrasted with, construction of protesters. 
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In The Sydney Morning Herald of 26-11-91 (page 2: see Document 5 in the Appendbc 
for the full text), the headline is Wild scenes outside arms show. The wildness of the 
event is emphasized again in paragraph 1: A proclaimed peace protest became a wild 
confrontation outside the AIDEX '91 arms exhibition yesterday.... Where wild in 
the headline describes the event from an outside point of view, the latter wild links the 
wildness indirectly with protesters: the peace protest is now only a proclaimed one, and 
the basis of it being merely a 'proclaimed' peace protest is that it became a wild 
confrontation. As to who confronted whom (or, indeed, who was wild), immediately 
above the headline is a photograph of several protesters being arrested. The caption says 
that Police drag a screaming protester away from the AIDEX entrance. It is not 
immediately clear what causation is involved: is the protester screaming because he is 
being dragged off, or is he being dragged off because he is screaming? At the level of 
attribution of characteristics, the distribution of the characteristics to be ascribed begins 
iinmediately not only with screaming (see below, in the section on construction of 
protesters), but also with the fact that the police are ascribed no defining characteristic at 
all. This establishes them immediately as the unmarked member of the pair of 
participants, even though they are syntactically foregrounded (Langacker 1990: 224). In 
accordance with the Gricean Cooperative Principle, readers will tend to interpret the lack 
of modifiers as indicating that no fiirther information is necessary for comprehension of 
the situation (Leech 1983:8). The possibility that the protester, if in fact screaming (see 
below), might be screaming because of strategic pressure applied to thumb joints, thus 
becomes a less salient reading. While the relationship between screaming and dragged 
away is not clear, the lack of any modifier with police may lead the reader toward the 
reading that suggests that screaming caused the protester to be dragged away. 
This positioning of the police as the unmarked term of the pair of participants is applied 
consistently throughout the article. 
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In terms of nominals, the police are police, federal police, Tactical Response Group, 
and plainclothed officers. The distribution of these terms is interesting in itself: in the 
photograph, there are two types of police: in the background are the uniformed Canberra 
Police; in the foreground, doing the 'dragging off, are members of the Tactical 
Response Group (TRG), a group that receives weapons training. In the caption, they are 
referred to simply as police. It is not until paragraph 6 that their particular role is stated: 
they are discursively shifted in more prominent positions from being highly-trained 
perpetrators of state violence to being ordinary police in that they are not identified as 
being what they are until a relatively less prominent stage of the article. Furthermore, the 
set of details selected for mention stand in distinct contrast to those selected for the 
protesters. The expressions are purely institutional. In terms of noun-phrases used to 
describe the police, there is only one that is cleariy metaphorical. This, however, is a 
highly structured metaphor. The military-style metaphor of thin blue line (in paragraph 
2) establishes the police as the barrier between US and THEM.^ Historical uses of the 
expression have constructed situations where the thin blue/grey/red line has been an 
army defending a white, 'civilised', otherwise defenceless population against a foreign 
(non-white), barbaric horde of murderers. In terms of movement, the horde is attacking 
the line: that is, those OUTside attack those INside. This metaphor maps the 
constructed WE =[editorial voice + reader] onto the role of the entity to be defended, 
while the protesters are mapped as THEM =[those attacking US]. This is an ideological 
construct in two senses: firstly, the mapping of READER into the US category is by no 
means automatically justifiable; secondly, and more importantly, the force relationships in 
the source of the metaphor (where OUT attacks IN) do not match the situation 
described, where IN attacks OUT: the police move in on stationary protesters. 
Nevertheless, the ideological effect of the construct is to cast the relationship between 
the police and the protesters in such a way as to naturally net the (probably white) reader 
into the 'US' category together with the police and editorial voice. The representation 
of police, therefore, is overwhelmingly in terms of institutional role, and this role is 
related to US discursively as being OUR institutional protector. 
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The variety of verbs used for the act of removing protesters is also semantically 
restricted towards meanings that de-emphasize the intensity of police agency, and, by 
implication, place the burden of agency - and therefore responsibility - on the protesters. 
Police drag (caption, paragraph 7), carry off , place in buses (paragraph 2), clear 
protesters (paragraph 4), cart them off (paragraph 7), and remove them(paragraph 8). 
These all posit different relationships between the agent, the patient and a surface: 
Table 3.1: Relationship of X to ground in terms used in The Sydney Morning 
Herald 26.11.91 (p2) 
3.1 .A: Remove, clear 
3.1.C: Drag 
Spatial relationship 
to surface not stated; 
no end point implied 
3.1.B: Carry, cart off 
• • • • ] - ' X 
Separation from 
surface implicit; end 
point implied 
• X " 
X 
Contact with surface; 
end point implied. 
From Table 3.1, it would seem that of the 6 terms used to describe a simplified 
proposition 'Police take away protesters', the two in 3.LA tell nothing about the nature 
of the taking away: they are, in terms of the relationship between police and protesters, 
'relationship-neutral'. As such, they are unmarked with regard to 'marginality' in that, 
while physical removal of people from a place is highly unusual in lifeworid situations, 
such physical removal when it makes it into the news is generally 'forceful'. Thus, the 
two terms reflect well by default upon the police: 'the police didn't have to be so nice'. 
The two terms in 3.LB are both positive to police: they imply that police took the 
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trouble to Hft protesters off the ground in order to minimise physical effects of arrest; 
while this may be true in many cases, it is certainly not the impression from the 
photograph. The final case, drag in 3.2.C, is used twice: in the caption, its effects are 
minimised in that it is the standing protester who, screaming, is being dragged away; 
that he is standing, and is perhaps better described as being pulled away, serves to draw 
the interpretation away from the possibility that drag away actually implies something 
more like what is happening to the woman whose leg is foregrounded in the photograph, 
with effects more approaching severe abrasions. The second occurrence of drag is in 
paragraph 7. Paragraph 6 is also supplied for extra context: 
6: Until yesterday, the police had been far outnumbered. They were joined 
by the Tactical Response Group and plainclothed officers, swelling numbers 
to 150. 
7: About 1.30, the order was given to remove the protesters. Many went 
quietly, but a few struggled violently as they were dragged away... 
The sequence appears to be as follows: 
• Tactical Response Group arrive; 
• Order to move is given; 
• Many protesters agree to leave. 
From there, the nature and chronology of the interaction between protesters and police is 
more obscure: struggled violently is, as main clause, syntactically foregrounded 
(cognitively privileged) over dragged away, and they are linked by as. As has several 
linking fLinctions: it can have a temporal meaning, implying simultaneity ('John fell as he 
was walking along the road') or it can have a causative meaning ('John fell as he slipped 
on a banana skin'). As in the example from Roxby Downs (Roxby erupts as protesters 
force their way onto site), the question of the causativity involved is not irrelevant: a 
pattern such as 
{[cause]struggle vioIently-»[effect]be dragged away} 
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is quite different, in its legal implications and its implications with regard to the readers' 
perceptions of the interaction, to a pattern such that 
{[cause]be dragged away^^[effect]struggle violently}. 
A typical - and usually a considered - response in a nonviolent demonstration to a 
threatened 'removal' is to link arms and refuse to move. Sequentially - and causally -, 
the second chain above is probably more likely: those who refused to move voluntarily 
were dragged away (as opposed to carried...). While being dragged, they struggled 
violently. The nature of the interaction between the participants is mystified in that it is 
hard to see quite what struggled violently might mean in this context: does it suggest 
that protesters attempted to hit police? Or is it rather that they struggled energetically -
whether against the discomfort of being dragged (whatever their relationship to the 
ground) or against the arrest itself? From the point of view of strict nonviolence theory, 
struggling after the arrest is pointless: the police have done what you wanted them to do. 
This is not to say, however, that some protesters don't do so: the fact is that, whether in 
the peripheral meaning exemplified in the photograph (standing, but nevertheless in 
various forms of forceflil grip) or in the more central meaning of being pulled across the 
ground, being dragged away is an experience that is uncomfortable, to say the least. It 
typically involves either abrasions to back and limbs or else twisting of limbs and pulling 
of hair. The wording struggled violently places the responsibility for 'struggling' on the 
protesters: the interpretation is not available that police experimentally employed greater 
levels of violence than were necessary. Such experimentation with 'effective force' is, 
however, not uncommon, as suggested by the use of personal MACE (Nurrungar 1989), 
and the use of baton charges against sitting protesters (Richmond Secondary School, 
1993: see Chapter 5) and application of force to nerve points {The Courier Mail 
11.2.94). The foregrounding of struggled violently, then, again serves to cement for the 
putative reader the distinction between the 'US' behaviour of the police and the 'THEM' 
behaviour of the protesters. 
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Several opportunities are therefore laid open for readers to interpret the behaviour of the 
police as unmarked, unnoteworthy, normal, natural. The police are constructed as being 
low-key, not only in the selection of nominals, but also in the selection and subsequent 
contextualization of verbals. A reader has no reason from the picture presented by 
editorial voice to interpret the actions of police through the prism of the .protest + nature 
+ violent metaphor established by the framing of the event. 
How, then, does editorial voice construct protesters? How are they related to the 
general framing of the event? 
The headline is Wild scenes outside arms show. As mentioned above, a nature-
metaphor is immediately invoked. With regard to the caption. Police drag a screaming 
protester away from the AIDEX entrance, the reason for any noise that the person 
may be making is evident - the man is being forcefully (or, from another point of view, 
'violently') dragged away. That he might be screaming is perhaps less evident: the arm 
around his throat may suggest that 'shouting' or even 'gasping' might have been 
alternative choices - the former if the man was trying to communicate his message in 
some form to onlookers or media, the latter if the arm was interfering with breathing. 
The choice of screaming over other lexical options immediately takes the protester out 
of the area of 'reasoned debate' and links him with wild (and therefore presumably 
'violent') in the headline.'' Paragraph 1 runs as follows: 
CANBERRA: A proclaimed peace protest became a wild confrontation 
outside the AIDEX'91 arms exhibition today when 200 protesters were 
arrested, a woman run over and truck windscreens broken. 
The media definition of non-violence's essential requirement as passivity is immediately 
drawn to the fore: a peace protest becomes merely a proclaimed one (that is, not one) 
if there is a confrontation, particulariy a wild one. The source of the wildness is not 
overtly identified: if confrontation can be regarded as a nominalised equivalent of X 
confronts Y, then presumably wild can either fit in as an adjective 
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(a) Wild police confront protesters 
(b) Police confront wild protesters 
or it can function as an adverb 
(c) Police confront protesters wildly (=(a)) 
(d) Protesters confront police wildly (=(b)) 
(e) Police and protesters confront each other wildly. 
This relationship being obscure due to the nominalisation, a reader is left to draw on 
other sources of interpretation. In view of the headline and its relationship with editorial 
voice's lexical choice of screaming - and with the photograph - it seems likely that either 
string (b) or (d) is being invoked. 
The images lined up to represent the acts of the protesters combine to portray a 
combination of powerlessness (huddle, desperate) and malicious violence (screaming, 
struggle violently, overturned cars, burn tyres, bite police on the buttocks(!)). 
Biting, and noises that are loud vrithout coherence, are actions usually associated with 
either children or rabid dogs (for further discussion of the relating of protest and 
childhood behaviours, see below) - that is, not adult readers. 
A further technique that is used to associate the protesters with a THEM position is the 
use of sharp focus versus broad focus. In paragraph 3, a list of those arrested is 
presented: 
Independent Senator Jo Vallentine and representatives of the green and 
peace lobbies were arrested, as were a doctor, many professionals, a woman 
said to have been a nun, a couple of punks and even a former Playboy 
Playmate of the Year 
The first few are broad-focus participants: they were recognisable from a distance by 
anyone from the Canberra press-gallery; doctors and many professionals are less broad 
focus, and yet not nartow focus in that those categories are broad; nevertheless, they are 
also recognizably from the 'respectable' end of society. The last three mentioned, 
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however, have been constructed through sharp focus: if the person was not a nun, then 
what was she? Who called the person's experience as a nun into question, and on what 
basis?' Similariy, that a person has been Playboy 'Playmate of the Year' is not 
necessarily relevant to their present occupation, which may be more central to their 
identity; nor is it relevant to their opinions about Australia's role in the arms trade. The 
information is, nevertheless, presented. The effect of these three 'individualisations' is 
not so much to demonstrate that the protest is made up of a broad cross-section of the 
Australian population - which it may or may not have been - but rather to marginalise the 
participation of those mentioned first, those who are, potentially at least, opinion formers 
within this society. 
An indication of the lengths that editorial voice can go to in the search for sales - and an 
indication of the effect this has on the representation of protest - is provided by a 
paragraph later in the article. In paragraph 9, it is stated that 
Police were wearing rubber gloves, ostensibly to protect against the 
transmission of the AIDS virus. They were of no use to one policewoman, 
who was bitten on the buttocks in Sunday night's melee and is to be tested 
for the virus. She also had two ribs broken. 
The structure of this paragraph in terms of given and new information militates strongly 
towards a reading classifying police with 'US'. Its very presence indicates that editorial 
voice regards the 'facts' as having been checked and true. The gloves were to protect 
against the transmission of the AIDS virus: the {definite article + noun} implies 
definiteness, a supposition that this is an actual danger. But why would editorial voice 
suppose that protesters, whether Senator Vallentine or a so-called-ex-nun, would be 
more likely to have contracted HIV than anyone else, where in other circumstances 
(robbery with violence, dealings with prostitutes, harassment of gay people) it is not 
reported that police wear such gloves for such a purpose? That police would be issued 
with rubber gloves as protection in situations where significant force - whether from road 
surfaces or 'violence' - might interfere with the integrity of such gloves seems 
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questionable. And that such an issuing would be assessed by the editorial voice of The 
Sydney Morning Herald as deserving of no more critical comment than ostensibly may 
well lead a reader to conclude that editorial voice was saying it was true. Nevertheless, 
this is a clear case of demonization: the justifiable social fear of HIV/AIDS is invoked in 
a paragraph the function of which is to direct that fear in readers towards protesters as 
'intentional infectors'. Questions remain unanswered before this passage can be read as 
anything more than overt propaganda: were police tested before the protest - and if 
found to be HIV-positive excluded from duty at the protest? How many layers of cloth 
were penetrated? An accusation as serious as this should not leave such questions 
unanswered for readers. That such questions remain unasked must raise the question of 
the function of the paragraph: in particular, it must raise the question whether the 
paragraph does not in fact serve - whatever the intentions of editorial voice - to denigrate 
protesters and to place them firmly in the category of NOT US. 
Clearly, different criteria are applied for constructing the relationship of reader/editorial 
voice to the police to those applied for the relationship of reader/editorial voice to 
protesters. There is no suggestion that police 'shouted' or 'bellowed'; no suggestion 
that they may have placed choke-holds or twisted fingers or sections of limbs; no 
suggestion that their emotions may have been such that they could equally be represented 
as being metaphorically similar to a volcanic eruption - inexorable, violent, destructive to 
human integrity. 
This particular Sydney Morning Herald article is not the only source of material linking 
protesters at AIDEX with aspects of'nature'. In The Canberra Times of 28.11.91 (page 
1, headed Police chief vows to get tough: see Document 6 in the Appendix), paragraph 
10 appears as follows: 
Among the indignities being heaped on police are protesters splashing 
themselves with urine or coating themselves with faeces. 
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This accusation is noteworthy for two reasons. Firstly, the content of the accusation 
itself has a clear connection with 'nature'. Urine and faeces are not modified so as to 
specify that the faeces of any particular species was involved (dung from a particular 
animal could conceivably be selected for obscure symbolic purposes). The default 
assumption, therefore (just as when police was unmodified in the headline of the 
previous article), is that the materials involved were of human origin - presumably the 
protesters' own. Given the strong taboos in most societies - including our own - about 
disposal of bodily effluents, the message to the reader is clear 'These people are beyond 
the pale: WE cannot support THEM." The second point is that it is claimed that these are 
among the indignities being heaped on police. It is left unstated but clearly implied 
that the protesters do not regard the action of pasting themselves with urine and faeces 
as an indignity to themselves. Protesters are thus doubly damned. Natural bodily 
processes, subject to taboo, are a very potent means of denigrating protesters.* That 
police are the recipients is also a very potent weapon: if READER is encapsulated as part 
of US with editorial voice and the police, then WE are also, by extension, splashed with 
faeces and urine. 
In summary, it seems that WE are to take very different views of what participants are. 
The editorial voice sets the basis for marked and unmarked in the way it distributes 
modifiers. In this way, protesters are strongly associated with nature, which is in turn 
associated with violence. The image of police, on the other hand, is not modified 
adjectivally or adverbially in any significant way. Readers probably do not think of 
themselves as 'violent'. Therefore, in terms of what they are, police are categorized with 
US. 
3.2: Protest ^Emotionality^ and ^Ideology' 
If one of the strategies that editorial voice uses is to construct protest and protesters 
through the prism of'nature as irrational and destructive', it also extends this principle to 
include the notion that protest and protesters are non-rational not only in those terms, 
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but also in purely human terms. A fundamental tenet of post-feudal thought, and 
particulariy of Modernist thought, has been that rational faculties are not only separable 
from emotional, ethical and spiritual faculties, but are also best kept separated from 
them: that emotions, ethics and spirituality are somehow merely subjective, while 
rationality is somehow less so. 
The way that this affects reporting of protest is indicated in an article in The Canberra 
Times of 26.11.91. In the articles around the issue of AIDEX'91, The Canberra Times 
invited a number of commentators - by no means only those in favour of AIDEX - to put 
the case for and against the Exhibition. One of these major articles was by Sir William 
Keyes, one-time president of the R.S.L., and a consuhant to AIDEX. The headline, sub-
head and first paragraph are illustrative of the ideologically-constructed nature of the 
nexus of establishment values and 'rationality': 
Aidex protest is anarchy, emotion versus logic 
Sir William Keyes says the protesters show a lack of common sense 
The opposition to Aidex is essentially a matter of emotion versus logic. The 
activities of the so-called peace demonstrators are a case in point. They 
behave like thugs and terrorists, destroying property, smashing the 
windscreens of cars, and engaging in physical violence against the police 
and Aidex workers. They attempt to impose mob rule by anarchy. They are 
professional activists and agitators. 
That Keyes, former president of the RSL and a consultant to AIDEX, frames the matter 
in such terms can be taken as an indicator of some of the basic cultural assumptions that 
relate those 'inside' the socio-economic system of Late Capitalism with those 'outside': 
• 'emotion' and 'logic' are separable such that they do not overiap; 
• 'common-sense' = 'logic'; in particular, it is what WE believe, rather than what 
THEY believe; 
• protest=:>'mob rule'; that is, the State is the only source of order.'' 
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That Sir William Keyes says these things is not in itself a reflection of the influence of 
editorial voice: equal time was given to commentators for and against AIDEX and there 
appeared to be no editorial incursion into the article (although any headline must be the 
product of editorial voice; in this case, editorial voice gets the best of both worids in that 
it can claim that it is merely quoting while at the same time presenting the statement as 
syntactically categorical). Nevertheless, there is evidence to suggest that editorial voice, 
whatever the newspaper, generally shares many of these assumptions with Keyes: and, 
in holding these positions, attempts to include the reader in the communal WE along 
with the police. 
In this section, two sets of reporting about quite different sets of protests (both 
conducted within the NVA framework) will be considered. The first will address the 
question of 'emotionality', the role of emotions in human affairs and how these are 
represented in protests. The second will deal with 'ideology', how protesters are 
represented as thinking, and the effects of this upon the question of whether editorial 
voice will allow sympathy to develop between protesters and reader. 
The editorial of The Adelaide Advertiser of 3.10.89 (page 16 ), dealing with the 
Nurrungar protest, has the headline Flights from common sense, and the first paragraph 
runs as follows: 
What has happened to common sense? Where are the simple, sound, 
practical ways of seeing things? Where is that common bond that ties us 
all, as individuals, into a community? Not present at Nurrungar, obviously. 
The US and THEM structure is overtly stated: WE as individuals (editorial voice and 
putative reader, along with the greater WE of the rest of 'the community') have a 
common bond based on the characteristics stated. The protesters, on the other hand, do 
not. In not partaking of those characteristics, protesters necessarily partake of their 
opposites. What these opposites might be is less easy to identify. The opposite of 
'common-sense' is perhaps 'ideology' (see below). The opposite of 'simple' cannot be 
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'complex', as 'complex' is an US word (when protesters present a nutshell analysis of 
the situation, they are derided as being simplistic: the world is too 'complex' for them). 
Perhaps the intended meaning is 'obvious to all'; by this reading, the protesters would be 
perhaps 'blind', 'stupid' or perhaps 'swayed by emotions'. 'Practical', too, is difficult. 
What is a 'practical' way of closing Nurrungar, or at least placing its closure on the 
political agenda? It would seem in this case that not their means but their ends are 
impractical. The protesters are defined in terms of what they do not possess in common 
with US. Later, the place of common sense is elaborated: it belongs with individuals. 
Groups, on the other hand, have political agendas, as a resuh of which high ideals get 
diverted to low roads. Later again, it emerges that the result at Nurrungar was 
behaviour that breached civilised behaviour and probably the law. The very 
wording is indicative of the underiying ideology: the protesters - myself included - would 
argue that they had 'breached the law but not civilised behaviour': part of a definition of 
'civilised behaviour' based in non-violence is the right of all citizens to break unjust laws 
- the idea that law is the servant of society rather than vice versa. This interpretation, 
however, is specifically ruled out. The 'civilised behaviour' that the editor seems to have 
had in mind is stated in the recommendation that Common sense would suggest 
peaceful protest direct to the government as opposed to a media spectacle: that is, 
non-public protest. Emphasising civilised behaviour and backgrounding the law in 
effect depoliticizes what the protesters were doing. Opposition to what, in the eyes of 
the protesters, makes Australia a nuclear target becomes a mere offence against good 
taste. 
The editorial in The Age of 6-10-89 takes the same approach, though with a somewhat 
more robust wording 
Nurrungar protesters behind the times 
The 500 protesters who stormed the Nurrungar joint US-Australian defence 
base near Woomera last weekend could perhaps be forgiven their trespass 
on the grounds that their disruptive exhibitionism was based on a 
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fundamental delusion. True, they achieved their immediate objective of 
breaking through the inadequately guarded security perimeters, getting 
themselves arrested, attracting lurid publicity, and basking in the emotions 
of the warm inner glow. 
The reason given for the protesters' actions is that protesters are behind the times, 
unable to understand or unwilling to concede that ...(the editor's attitude to 
Nurrungar follows). The possibility that protesters might have an analysis worthy of 
examination is not entertained: the epistemic life of the protesters is represented as 
delusion (with its clear implication of a non-deluded 'truth', presumably not socially 
constructed), emotions, warm inner glow, unable to understand all carry the central 
meaning of 'cognitively or intellectually non-flinctioning'. However, by failing (or 
refusing) to engage at an ideological level - to debate questions of the relationship 
between citizen, protest and the state, or to debate seriously the role of joint facilities in 
Australia - the newspaper restricts available points of view to the default ideology. WE, 
it is to be inferred, like to believe WE have common sense, that WE are civilised, that 
WE operate rationally. Therefore, WE, able to understand, will agree that the actions 
of the protesters are irrational and that the actions of the state - horses, STAR-Force, 
MACE, dogs, creation and maintenance of obvious nuclear targets - are justifiable. 
Related to 'emotionality' and 'stupidity' is the proposition that protesters behave like 
children - that is, /?re-rationally. The accusations examined in 3.1 above, firstly that a 
protester bit a police officer and secondly that protesters covered themselves with urine 
and faeces, are both extreme examples of this. Other examples occur fairiy frequently: 
• protesters huddle (as opposed to 'sit with linked arms' or similar: SMH 26.2.91, 
page 2); 
• "We have always used non-violent methods to ensure our concerns about US 
bases are heard," said a protest organiser as she bewailed the use of the Army. 
"State and Federal responses to the protest only confirm our fears that the base 
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is a nuclear war target and a Star Wars ground station". (As opposed to the less 
marked 'objected to': SMH3.\0.S9, page 12). 
• There was a large number of protesters and the name of the game obviously was 
to scamper past the guards and scrawl something meaningful on Nurrungar's 
domes, (as opposed to for example 'run', 'write': same source). 
Also related is the idea that protesters may be 'written ofT on the basis of their 
behaviour or their appearance. A particulariy clear attempt to create a community of 
attitude between reader and editorial voice towards non-protesters is the report from 77?^  
Sydney Morning Herald {29-S-S3, page 3), which ends: 
19 Some of the mine-workers who came out of their quarters to watch could 
not believe that here were the fearsome Greenies. "They can't expect us to 
take them seriously," one said in amazement. 
20 He hit the nail on the head. The weird looking people he saw are those 
who want us to take them very seriously. They want to stop a project that 
has plans for a town of 30,000 people, jobs for 2,400 and a revenue of $500 
million a year. 
The US versus THEM nature of these paragraphs is here stated overtly. However, the 
referent of us changes. In paragraph 19, us refers to the workers at Roxby Downs. In 
20, on the other hand, the ground has shifted such that us refers to the textual US 
embodied by the 'whole community'. Editorial voice (be it journalist or editor) includes 
the reader in the embracing US and then adduces planned 'figures' to support this 
identification without identifying the source; at the same time, other information that 
could have been included is ignored: namely, that of the long term effects of radioactive 
tailings on the area, on the workers, and on South Australia as a whole. This confusion 
of referents has the effect that the figures, which are certainly of primary concern to the 
worker us, appear also to be the primary concern of the collective us. The support for 
this shift is appearance: the protesters look weird. Nowhere in the reporting of The 
Sydney Morning Herald is there any serious discussion or analysis of either the 
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arguments of the protest movement against the mine, or of the depth of theory of the 
strategies and tactics that the protesters use. By omission, the protesters are deemed to 
have no serious case, and are judged on the basis of clothing and manner. WE, however, 
being defined along with editorial voice as rational, are not weird. WE, which here 
seems to include the worker, would not question the project. The protesters, weird, 
question the project, but on unstated grounds that are subjected to the circular argument 
that they are not stated because they are irrational and are irrational so need not be 
stated. 
'Irtationality' and 'emotionality', on the other hand, are never imputed to the police. On 
the contrary, in general police tend not to be described in any way. When they are 
described, it is only in positive terms. Speaking of the first day of the Roxby Downs 
blockade. The Sydney Morning Herald (29.8.83, page 3) says that All police on the site 
had been given special training, not only on tactics, but on attitude, emphasizing on 
behalf of the police, but not the protesters, the level of planning and expertise involved. 
This image is consolidated in The Weekend Australian (3-4.9.83, page 3): 
11 The full mounted police cadre was brought out for the demonstration. 
12 About 20 of the greys were stretched across the mine's entrance gate as 
the last line of defence. 
13 As the police vehicle and the bus carrying the miners drew close to a 
gates after the blockade had been cleared on the signal of Chief Inspector 
A.J. Tennant, the police greys moved out either side and formed a wedge to 
the vehicles. 
14 As the vehicles passed through the gate the two lines of greys closed 
around the rear of the vehicles, and then as smooth as swinging gates they 
drew back to resume they barrier they formally held. 
15 The performance drew gasps of awe and expressions of 'incredible' and 
'amazing' from interstate and local demonstrators. 
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'Expert syndrome' is invoked in 11 with cadre, with its implicarions of 'highly trained', 
'the best', even 'hand-picked'. In 12, the same 'syndrome' is invoked in a slightly 
different manner: the use of 'affectionate' terminology (the greys, similar to calling a 
British regiment by a familiar such as 'The Buffs') shifts the discourse from one of 
distance (as opposed to 'the SA Mounted Police Force' - or, in this case, 'STAR Force', 
analogous to the Tactical Response Group at AIDEX) to one of informality or 
familiarity, a familiarity that serves to construct a closeness vvdth an organ of state 
violence against non-violent protesters. Such a relationship is never established between 
reader and any group of protesters, no matter how thoroughly trained.* Expressions 
such as last line of defence and signal help to consolidate the military nature of the 
defence. The horses (agency is given to them rather than to their riders) formed a 
wedge, were smooth as swinging gates, and drew back in this performance. The 
protesters - remarkably enough, given that they were being shoved aside by mounted 
police - responded with the usual emotional gasps of awe and so on. It was suggested 
previously that editorial voice constructs police as part of the textual WE by omitting 
description of police. This example would seem to contradict that argument. However, 
Grice's maxim that a speaker only say as much as is necessary to inform still holds. In 
this case, it seems it is necessary to inform readers of the positive qualities of the police 
and their activities, instead of supplying detail about the negative characteristics and 
behaviour of the protesters. 
Rational faculties, then, are singled out as a component of human nature that is lacking in 
protesters: protesters are irrational, pre-rational, emotional. When, however, it is not 
necessary for rational faculties to be questioned, then these rational faculties are framed 
in a highly-marked form: 'ideology'. Ideology differs significantly from rationality in that 
ideology appears to be the imposition upon events of a set of principles that have no 
connection with the events: they constitute a 'prism' through which those labeled as 
having this ideology see the world . The process works as follows: those who support 
the dominant paradigm argue that only those opposed to this paradigm have ideologies; 
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those who would question the dominant paradigm, however, frequently contend that 
everybody has an ideology, whether overt or covert. Insofar as editorial voice constructs 
relationships between reader and participants in protests, it necessarily includes elements 
of its ideology, as generated by the set of financial and personal structures it is embedded 
in. 
Following Herman and Chomsky, it might be expected that 'Anti-Communism' (their 
'Fifth Filter') would be frequently invoked against protesters. This is not the case, even 
before 1989 and the beginning of the clear demise of Soviet-style state socialism. Other 
ideological labels are used, however, particulariy against women. An example is that of 
Anzac Day. Anzac Day is the main celebration of militarism in Australia, 
commemorating the invasion in 1915 of Turkey by British, Australian and New Zealand 
forces, their subsequent massacre, and the mythology that Australian militarists 
constructed from that during the late 1920's. During the 1980's, women contested the 
ideological nature of the marches: their position was not only that the marches 
commemorated militarism, but that the marches essentially glorify men to the exclusion 
of those women and children killed, raped and subjected to tertor in wars. 
In The Courier Mail of 26.4.86 (p. 15: see Document 7 in the Appendix) a report 
appeared, paragraphs of which run as follows: 
Another battle for Anzac marchers 
1) The flour-bombing of a prison officers' contingent and a feminist protest 
failed to mar the biggest Anzac parade in Australia in Sydney yesterday. 
4) About 100 women dressed in red and carrying a banner protesting about 
rape marched through the city before the parade. 
The women's march is presented first as feminist, as opposed to 'women's'. The 
evidence for this judgment is not presented: no quotes from banners, for example, saying 
'Feminists against...'. This categorisation carries with it two implications. Firstly, it 
implies that all those who took part were 'feminists': people with a distinct analysis of 
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gender politics and a particular pre-constructed stereotypical visual image (be it the 
'angry-overalled-dykes-with-crew-cuts' image or the 'hysterical-social-workers-with-
bright-clothes-and-dangly-ear-rings' image). The images that have accrued around 
'feminist' do not tend to include 'middle-aged', 'ordinary'. Secondly, and following 
from this, to a reader, particulariy a woman reader, this categorisation communicates 
editorial voice's message to the effect that 'If you do not fit this stereotype, you are not 
potentially part of this group; therefore you are part of NOT-THEM; I am part ofNOT-
THEM, as is the Anzac Day March: therefore you are part of US'. If editorial voice had 
simply introduced this protest as 'women', then the option for women readers to identify 
with the women protesters would have been much greater. 
The ideological positions of the women are next, in paragraph 4, represented in such a 
way as to reinforce this sense of mismatch and otherness. The women are said to have 
been carrying banners protesting against rape; rape is a central issue of gender politics, 
whether feminist or not: that a 'feminist' march might protest about rape is no surprise. 
The connection with the Anzac Day march, however, is not made: these 'feminists' are 
merely marching against rape, as they evidently usually do. Editorial voice does not state 
that the protest is in fact a protest against rape in war and is an attempt to gain 
recognition that war is mot merely a matter of male heroism ('the boys we left behind on 
the wire' and so on) but also about 'the dead civilians burned alive in napalm's fire...the 
faces of the women raped and shattered to the core...'.^ In this way, the possibility that 
the 'feminists' might have something salient to say to readers about the definirion of 
Anzac Day and its role in the national self-image - and, in particular, that the reader 
might agree with them - is not included within the range of most-likely interpretations. 
The protesters are categorized as other than the reader, and the topic of the protest 
('rape') is represented in such a way that makes it non-salient to the topic of the article 
(Anzac Day). 
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Paragraphs 10 and 11 are also organised in a manner that militates against a reading 
whereby readers would have a clear rationale for identifying with the protesters 
10) Two members of the Anti-Anzac Day women's collective were arrested 
in a protest in S t Kilda Road. A man wielding a knife knocked two 
reporters aside and cut wires connected to the women's mobile public 
address system. 
11) A 23-year-old unemployed woman from Hawthorn was later charged 
with indecent language, assaulting police, and being armed with an 
offensive weapon. 
Here, the police are only mentioned indirectly - they were presumably responsible for the 
arrests. Nevertheless, there is no room for sympathy for the protesters. The causal 
relationships in these two paragraphs is unclear. In paragraph 10, editorial voice 
juxtaposes two apparently separate events: the fact that two women were arrested (for 
reasons not stated), and the cutting of the wires. No obvious connection, causal or 
otherwise, is stated overtly. Causality and sequence are, however, intimately related: the 
very fact that these are placed in the same paragraph will lead a reader to posit a 
connection. The possible interpretations might be that 
• the man cut the wires because the women were doing something that led them to be 
arrested; 
• the man cut the wires so the women responded by doing something that led them to 
be arrested. 
What is omitted from both of these possible interpretarions (and on the face of it, the 
latter would seem the most likely) is any hint as to what the women did that was so much 
worse than what the man did (assault and destruction of property) that they were 
arrested while he was not. Readers must hope for clarification in the next paragraph. 
Paragraph 11, however, clarifies nothing. The word later establishes a connection with 
the events related in paragraph 10. However, is the woman in paragraph 11a member of 
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the Anti-Anzac Day collective, or is she connected with the man who cut the wires? Is 
she 
• one of the women arrested? The description (23-year-old unemployed woman) and 
the charges (indecent language, assaulting police) both fit the stereotype of 
'feminist'. If so, what was the second one charged with? 
or 
• an associate of the 'man', who was later caught with the knife he had used? 
Faced with these alternative interpretations, readers are thrown back onto their cultural 
knowledge to make sense of it. In the midst of this confusing information about the 
causal relationships between events and the relationships between and the identity of the 
various participants, three points stand out as being important in terms of the editorial 
construction of the relationship between readers and participants: 
1. In the context of the article as a whole, the categorisation of the participants draws its 
terms from different discourses (Sykes 1985: 85). The protesters are early defined as 
feminists, and a stereotypical construction of'feminist' is invoked in paragraph 11, 
even though the action has shifted to Melbourne, and the text is presumably imported 
from another source. The ideological effect suggested above is that this militates 
towards a reading that categorizes reader with editorial voice and with Anzac Day 
Paraders and NOT with the women protesters. The male participant, however, is 
categorized as man, not as 'crazed militarist' or 'violent veteran', and so the converse 
process applies: the 'lifeworid' term man militates toward a reading that identifies 
him with editorial voice and Anzac Day Paraders - and, by extension, with readers. 
2. The initial invocation of stereotypes for feminist is strengthened and confirmed by the 
definition in paragraph 11. Editorial voice's original placement of the reader in the 
same ideological category as itself and the Anzac Day paraders is thereby justified and 
confirmed. 
3. The following information is omitted: What is the role of the police? Why were two 
women arrested? What could they have possibly done that was more dangerous than 
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attacking reporters and cutting wires, actions that, if protesters had performed them, 
would probably have been denounced as 'violent' or 'terrorist'? 
The total effect of constructing the 'news' in this way is to sideline the ideological 
challenge to the content of Anzac Day and to confirm the dynamic that the social 
relations in a society such as this tend to create: the hegemonic position of males, the 
military and the state, and the subsidiary position of women and civil society; and to 
weight the reader's self-positioning in favour of this dynamic. 
3.3: Conclusions 
The argument in this chapter has been that editorial voice, having constructed for US 
that protest in general is 'violent like nature' (Chapter 2), goes on to draw one of the 
participants (generally the police, but occasionally a worker or the government) into the 
definition of US and to show that, as part of US, it is not 'violent'. The technique is to 
appeal to a classification process that suggests that 'WTE (editorial voice + reader) are 
not irrational or violent; police are, as the unmarked member of the pair of participants, 
not so different from US - that is, they are part of US. Therefore, police are not 
irrational or violent.' These same processes are used in the inverse manner in order to 
construct protesters firmly as THEM, to associate them discursively with 'nature, with 
'irrationality', with 'emotionality', and by extension, with responsibility for violence. 
The conclusion of editorial voice's syllogism is that 'Therefore, TBnEY are violent'. 
However, while the claim that the police are responsible for violence at protests may or 
may not be true, the claim that police are not responsible for violence is presented not by 
contrasting accounts, by doctors evidence, or by evidence from relatively impartial 
witnesses, but rather through a highly partial set of processes such as selective 
modification and selective descriptions of actions. Chapter 4 addresses the question of 
whether there are any circumstances under which this construction breaks down. If 
someone other than protesters break the law; if it is quite clear - from internal evidence -
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that someone other than a protester has behaved violently; if no police are reported as 
hurt; under these circumstances, does editorial voice frame protests and protesters 
differently? 
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Notes to Chapter 3 
' The first of these Exhibitions was held only two monUis after the Nurrungar protest of 1989; the second 
was held a few months after the end of Uie Second Gulf War, a war for which Australia provided 
warships. As a result of these protests, these Exhibitions will not take place in Canberra again. The 
importance of these Exhibitions - and hence these protests - is that they are Australia's main public 
contribution to the international armaments industry: while the exhibitors are largely from First World 
arms companies subsidised by their state of origin, the customers are largely from the Third World, and 
there must remain at least the suspicion that the function of 'goods' purchased will be largely internal. 
' Sean Phelan of Canberra. 
'This a particularly graphic example of LakofTs 'container' schema (1987:272): the 'thin blue line' 
constitutes the barrier that separates inside from outside. Insofar as this barrier can in bodily terms be 
related to the skin, the fear that it might be penetrated is psychologically deep-seated. 
^ Also very prominent in the photograph is a long, lean female leg: the use of this photograph out of 
those available from the total events of the day (according to the article 200 arrests, a woman nm over, 
and truck windows broken) may or may not be coincidental. 
*As a contrast. The Canberra Times of 28.11.91 tells of Rev. Ne\ille Watson, a WA Uniting Church 
minister (who went to Iraq with the Gulf Peace Team before and during the Second Gulf War), as 
participating in the protest. There is no suggestion that he inight only be 'said to be' a minister. 
* Soon after the AIDEX protest I asked friends of mine who had participated in the protests in question 
(Denise Bond and Brendan Greenhill, both of Brisbane) what their perception had been. They both 
independently said that they had been aghast at the report. The 'urine' and 'faeces' had been quite 
simply sweat and sim-cream mixed with dust. The protesters had had limited access to showers and 
laundry facilities, and after a few days in the sun, people begin to smell. 
'This is not to mention the common denigration of the term 'anarchy' by equating it with 'chaos', this 
despite historical evidence to suggest that anarchist forms of organising require an order of complexity 
of organisation far beyond the dreams of Sir William Keyes. 
*A imemational nonviolence trainer, Yeshua Moser, said at a gathering in Brisbane that nonviolent 
activists needed to be as well trained as the military before they have an>' hope of success - trained, 
however, in a different way, towards different aims, and with very different skills. 
'These words are taken from 'Lest We' by Judy Small (1982), an Australian singer-songwriter who has 
been and continues to be the person who best formulates the sentiments of the diverse groups within the 
Australian peace and environmental movements. 
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Chapter 4: The assignation of responsibility 
for violence in protests 
Chapter 2 examined the different ways in which the nature of protests is established -
metaphor (battle, violent natural events) - and the way that various ideological parameters 
are set - that non-violent action is static and passive, that the governments' and their 
business clients' definitions of'the true situation' are valid, particularly with regard to 'legal 
right to access', and that the 'real' conflict is between protesters and police. The chapter 
deah primarily with texts from 1982 and 1983, that is, from the earliest Australian Non-
Violent protests. Chapter 3 concluded that the textual WE consistently includes police, 
while consistently demonizing protesters as THEM by constructing them as stupid, irrational 
and childish, and through accusations of being 'ideological'. The protests considered were 
largely more recent, especially focusing on AIDEX '91. Chapter 4 investigates whether the 
conclusions drawn so far apply generally, or whether there seems to be any boundary 
beyond which this dynamic breaks down. 
The chapter is divided into four parts. In each part, internal evidence from articles will be 
considered in order to determine whether and to what degree the construction of the protest 
and the protesters seems to be justified. The protests range from a report of a Brisbane 
street march demonstration in 1977 via fiirther discussion of aspects of the Franklin River 
and Roxby Downs protests discussed in previous chapters, to reporting of a protest at 
Richmond Senior College in Victoria in 1993. The order in which they are discussed, 
however, will not follow the chronological order. For reasons that will become clear, the 
reporting of the Richmond protest vAW be first, followed by the incident discussed in Chapter 
2, where a police officer was reported as injured at Roxby Downs. After that, the street 
march report will be examined. Finally, a number of articles from the Franklin and Roxby 
Downs will be briefly analyzed. 
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On the evening of Tuesday 13 December, 1993, the Government of the State of Victoria 
ordered riot police to remove people blocking the main entrance to Richmond Secondary 
College. The protesters had been occupying the school since being forcibly evicted some 
days before. This most recent removal attracted considerable TV attention and considerable 
negative comment. 
The scenario seems to have been as follows: 
• Protesters (teachers, students, parents, others from the local community, members of 
activist groups) at some stage in the previous days blockade the road leading to the main 
gate. 
• Police arrive and form up across the road facing them. They carry some form of baton 
{The Sydney Morning Herald says riot-batons). The protesters are given a warning to 
leave the road. 
• The protesters refijse to leave the road. 
• The police move in and use 'force' (violence) to remove protesters from the road. Part 
of this, to judge by the photographs, involves police hitting protesters. 
• Some of the protesters respond in kind. Injuries to both police and protesters and arrests 
ensue." 
The articles describing this protest in The Australian and 77?^  Sydney Morning Herald of 
14.12.93 (Documents 8 and 9 respectively in the Appendix) treat the events in somewhat 
different ways. 
In The Australian, the headline reads: Batons used in violent school protest. Here is the 
common use of grammatical metaphor to background and make 'natural', 'given', the 
proposition that the protest as a whole was violent, despite the fact that the protest and the 
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violence were not coterminous - and, indeed, despite the fact that the violence did not begin 
until the police moved in. So the use of batons is represented as merely a moment in a larger 
pattern of violence. The integrity of legal violence is therefore preserved - if the protest as a 
whole was violent, then there can be no question of the police having hit first. To support 
this construction, any possible police agency is hidden: there is no mention of the police in 
the headline. The mention of batons would seem to imply police, though when it emerges 
fiirther down that 14 police have been injured to two protesters, then it may be unclear 
precisely who was using the batons. Below the headline in 77?^  Australian is a photograph 
of two people with bleeding heads along with the caption ...14 people were injured during 
the violent demonstration. The grammatical metaphor is continued and emphasized, 
merely substituting of during for in. At least at first sight, the combination of photograph 
and caption seems to imply that the fourteen injured were either protesters or a combination 
of protesters and police. This possibility is dispelled, however, when the first paragraph of 
the text goes on to add that Five people were arrested and fourteen police injured 
during a violent demonstration at the rebel Richmond Secondary College site: the 
fourteen are all police. For the purposes of the headline, the police are recategorized out of 
their official role and into a lifeworid role. At this stage, despite the photograph, no injuries 
are mentioned among the protesters. 
The article in The Sydney Morning Herald {page 1) works differently. The headline reads 16 
hurt as college battle erupts. The discourse of 'nature as violent' is invoked here, as 
discussed in Chapter 2. While it could be argued that the use of the term battle at least 
implies two relatively equal participants, nonetheless the combination of 'protest = nature = 
violent' and the implication that both participants are equally willing to use violence serves 
to emphasize the 'essentially' violent nature of the protesters. The photograph is of police 
hitting protesters, the caption being Police use batons on Chel Roxburgh...Five protesters 
and 11 police were injured in the riot. The fact that five protesters were injured is 
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mentioned straight away; in addition, the figure for police injuries is also lower - 11 instead 
of 14. Here, on the other hand, riot is used as opposed to protest or demonstration. As 
discussed in Chapter 2, the term 'riot' has a similar structure to 'violence': agents of the 
state do not 'riot';^ rioting is the preserve of 'mobs', and the picture that it evokes is that of 
intentional, indiscriminate violence, possibly accompanied by damage to property and 
looting. So while The Sydney Morning Herald gives with one hand by allowing that 
protesters were injured, it simultaneously takes with the other by attributing the cause of the 
violence to the protesters. In contrast to The Australian, responsibility for injuries to at 
least one protester is placed squarely on the police: a small photograph of Chel Roxburgh, 
her face marked by injuries, is shown below the main photograph. She also appears in the 
photograph in The Australian; the connection between police action and injuries to 
protesters, however, is represented much more obliquely, if not obscured. 
Two aspects of the body of the texts are worth examining: firstly, how does the editorial 
voice represent the stages of the protest before, during and after the violence? Secondly, 
whose opinions does the editorial voice of each newspaper see fit to include in the article -
that is, whose representations after the event does each editorial voice select to help 
construct its representation? In marking the stages of the protest, the following symbols will 
be used: 
Symbol used 
B(efore) 
C(ontact) 
V(iolence) 
A(fter) 
indicates the stage 
before the police came into close contact with the protest 
at which the police came into close contact with the protest 
at which violence began or occurted 
after the protest had finished 
These indicate the presumed chronological stages of the event. The expression 'come into 
contact with' is used so as not to prejudice any possible reading that the protesters attacked 
the police rather than vice versa. 
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The editorial voice of The Australian represents the stages as in Table 4.1. They are 
organised according to paragraph number in order to indicate the level of foregrounding 
(that is, cognitive privileging) assigned to the different elements of the event. 
Table 4:1 
Paragraph 
2 
2 
3 
Stage 
A 
B(V?) 
B 
Text 
Three protesters were admitted to hospital after the 
demonstration 
which began when protesters tried to prevent a truck... 
Baton-wielding police formed a line to prevent about 100 
protesters from blocking ... 
In paragraph 2, the hospitalizarions are linked to the truck, and semantically a link is made 
between Before the violence and After it, leaving a possible reading that B caused A. In 
addition, the set of interactions involved in V is left undefined: common-sense is apparently 
relied upon to exclude a reading that protesters were injured by contact with the truck. 
Nowhere in paragraph 2 is a link made with police: in fact, every participant is mentioned 
except the police. Furthermore, the essential cognitive link between C and V is not stated. 
Two actions are attributed to police. Firstly, form a line - a non-transactive process; and 
secondly to prevent. 'Prevent' has as its main locus of action time rather than space: it 
implies that police were able to place themselves in a position to stop the protesters from 
blocking the truck. The effect of these two processes is to suggest that: 
1. police had occupied the site of the protest before the protesters were able to do so; 
2. the police were formed up in such a manner as to make it clear to protesters that they 
would not be able to occupy that same space; 
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3. protesters nevertheless tried to block the truck, perhaps having to try to remove the 
police to do it; 
4. V ensued. 
Despite this, paragraph 3 indicates problems with this construction: 
3 Baton-wielding police formed a line to prevent about 100 protesters from 
blocking the school's main entrance. Police said they were forced to remove 
the protesters when they repeatedly refused to leave to allow the truck through. 
It would seem from this that either the police failed to prevent protesters blocking the gate 
(which would seem likely, since the protest had been there for several days) or else that even 
though the line had been formed, protesters were nevertheless able on several occasions to 
break through the line. 
The use of prevent thus carries some implication that the protesters inflicted violence upon 
police, an implication supported by the evidence from the headline and the caption that 
suggest that only police were injured. This ambiguity seen in the caption and the first 
paragraph of The Australian about precisely who was injured and how continues later in the 
text. In paragraph 2, it is reported that Three protesters were admitted to hospital after 
the demonstration.... No reason is given why these were not included in the total given in 
the caption; nor why they were not included under the rubric people. The paragraph goes 
on to skirt around the cause: ...which began when picketers tried to prevent a truck .... 
Two points are noteworthy: firstly, the demonstration did not begin when the truck tried to 
enter, but rather about a week before: only the violence began at that stage. In this way, the 
demonstration and the violence are again identified as coterminous. Secondly, the injuries 
are linked grammatically to the movement of the truck. No mention is made at this stage of 
the relationship between the actions of the police and injuries to protesters. 
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The editorial voice of The Sydney Morning Herald, on the other hand, represents it as 
follows: 
Table 4:2 
Paragraph 
2 
3 
4 
4 
6 
Stage 
A?V? 
B 
C 
V 
A 
Text 
Police arrested five people as protesters tried to stop workers... 
There were about 100 demonstrators at the protest... 
police with riot batons gave the protesters two minutes to 
disperse 
When the protesters refiised, they advanced, chanting "Move, 
move, move" and jabbing their batons. 
After the confrontation, a van ...was ushered into the school 
The editorial ordering of material follows the presumed chronological order of events: 
B->C—>V-^ A, with the exception of the editorial foregrounding of the arrests. 
Responsibility for the violence itself is assigned quite cleariy in paragraph 4. The only way 
that this text could be read to mean that the protesters initiated the violence is an 
interpretation that suggests that the very act of refusing to disperse was an act of violence. 
It was certainly an act of civil disobedience; to call it violent, however, is clearly to use a 
definition of 'violence' that is not explicitly differentiated from the more central meaning of 
'physical violence to people'. This is not to say that a non-violent refiisal to obey a direction 
will not bring down violence upon itself - non-violent political movements have always 
recognized that it will; the actual act of initiating violence, however, is a political and ethical 
decision on the part of police and politicians. Between 11 and 14 police were injured. From 
the point of view of non-violent theories of protest, that means that the police defeated the 
protesters by provoking them into a violent response - a response which, as has been seen, 
makes it all too easy for elements of the media to represent the protest as violent de natura. 
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There is also a clear difference in the sourcing of the articles. The distribution of sources in 
the article in The Australian is shown in Table 4.3. 
Table 4:3 
Loca-
tion 
Para 3 
Para 4 
Para 6 
Para? 
Para 8 
Para 9 
Para 12 
Source 
Police 
John Halfpenny 
Senior police 
Asst. Commissioner 
(operations) 
II 
Minister for Education 
Principal of college 
Comments 
forced to remove the demonstrators 
condemned police for using batons 
forced to remove the protesters 
group known to have caused violence ... tried 
to hijack the demonstration 
14 police injured, two protesters that I know 
of 
commitment to original plan 
might have to open school at another site 
None of the organizers of the protest were reported, even though the protest had been going 
on for at least a week - over a year, according to paragraph 4 - and thus would have been 
fairiy readily accessible. Four out of the seven sources referred to are police. The police 
position as reported is quite consistent: ...forced to remove the protesters. 
In The Sydney Morning Herald, the pattern of informants referred to is quite different, as in 
Table 4.4. The contrast is clear: in the article in The Australian, half (four out of seven) of 
the comments referred to are by police and criticize the protesters for use of violence against 
police. In the article in 77?^  Sydney Morning Herald, half (two out of four) criticize the 
violent behaviour of the police. This must necessarily affect the reader's perception of the 
events. 
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Table 4:4 
Location 
Para 1 
Para 4 
Para? 
Para 8 
Source 
Protesters, police and 
Minister for Education 
Minister for Education 
Protester 
Pres. of Vic. Secondary 
Teachers' Assoc. 
Comment 
predicted further violence 
blamed professional agitators; vowed to 
continue with plan 
police actions excessive and unwarranted 
worst case of unprovoked assault he'd seen 
From this evidence, it seems that the editorial voice 777^  Australian went to some lengths to 
confiise chronology and causation in this event in order that it appear that protesters 
attacked a previously-formed police line - and, therefore, initiated the violence rather than 
responding to police-initiated violence. 
Nevertheless, in the Richmond example, it can be argued that the construction of protest and 
protesters as 'violent' is justified given the reported injuries, even though The Australian is 
concerned to place responsibility for it on the protesters. In the second case-study, that of 
The Australian of 31.8.83 (Document 4 in the Appendix), the level of 'violence' reported 
against police is far lower: there is only one reported injury. Even so, the article is replete 
with constructions of protesters as 'violent', as shown in Table 4.5. 
Cleariy, the main source of the references is editorial voice. The references in paragraphs 2 
and 6 cleariy have their origin in editorial voice: neither is in quotation marks to indicate that 
the words of another person might have been paraphrased; neither are they followed by 
quoted material. The reference in paragraph 7, on the other hand, may have been quoted 
from a statement released by The State Government, Opposition and Roxby 
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Management Services; it is not, however, backed up by any direct quote, so its origin must 
remain a matter of speculation. The protesters themselves are given right of reply - at the 
very end of the article, well away from the main description of the events (on page 2, 
paragraphs 28-31). 
Table 4.5: Distribution of'violent' in Document 4. 
Para 
1 
6 
7 
20 
22 
Source of utterance 
editorial voice 
editorial voice 
editorial voice 
Company spokesman 
editorial voice 
paraphrasing 
spokesman 
Wording 
Police were massing around the Roxby Downs 
uranium mineshaft last night, fearing further 
violence from anti-nuclear protesters 
The demonstrators, who had planned a 10-day 
"non-violent" siege of the $1600 million 
development, resorted to force after a mix-up... 
The State Government, Opposition and Roxby 
Management Services...joined in condemnation of 
yesterday's violence. 
"The Roxby protesters have shown themselves 
willing to resort to violence despite their stated 
intention to engage in peaceful demonstration 
only," he said. 
That yesterday's violence went ahead in spite of 
this "shows the protesters as a group whose stated 
peaceful intentions are not to be believed." 
The headline, with its metaphorical erupt, has already been examined in Chapter 2. The 
content of this 'eruption' is stated in the photograph, which shows a policeman being 
...thrown onto the bonnet of a moving blockade vehicle. In paragraph 1, editorial voice 
foregrounds Police were massing over fearing further violence. The 'eruption' initially 
constructed in the headline has now been made into given information - perhaps even 
information that 'naturally' accompanies a protest, since erupt bears this connotation of 
'naturalness'. The basis for this backgrounding is presumably the photograph, it being the 
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only actual evidence presented at this point to back up the metaphor's construction of 
'violence'. Further information about this particular piece of 'violence' is presented in the 
next paragraph: ...a policeman suffered leg injuries when the protesters forced their 
way through a guarded barricade. This appears to be a reasonable justification for the 
judgment that he protest is 'violent'. 
What internal evidence is there of what happened in the case of this 'violence'? The stated 
public intention of the protesters had been to stage a Non-Violent protest. The newspaper 
grants this in paragraph 6 but places it in scare-quotes, indicating that editorial voice regards 
this intention with some suspicion - a suspicion that echoes the words of the company 
spokesman quoted in paragraphs 20 and 22 (on page 2 of the article). 
Further information about the event is not included until paragraph 12 on page 2. The 
information is backgrounded, de-privileged to the extent of being placed on the next page, a 
page typically less read than both page 1 and page 3: ...a further arrest was made when 
one protester sent his vehicle rolling toward two policemen. A shift has occurred in the 
degree of control over the vehicle: no longer is the protester driving (as implied by the 
driver of the photograph caption); rather, he has sent it rolling. Finally it emerges in 
paragraph 14 that the ofificer ...received minor injuries when the car struck him as it 
rolled down the embankment. The privileged version not only lacks the modifier minor, 
but also locates the injury in the context of protesters forcing their way through a barricade 
as opposed to relating it to a small sub-incident involving a questionable degree of volition 
on the part of the protesters. The assigning of'given' status to violence in paragraph 1 is 
therefore of limited validity, though it is privileged textually - and thus, in the media's own 
terms, privileged cognitively. 
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This throws into question the validity of the use of metaphors such as erupt and, in 
particular, invade, with all its military connotations. Talmy's theory of force dynamics can 
help to check the match of the implications of the metaphor v/ith the pattern of events as 
related in the article (Talmy 1985, 1988). This theory has as its basic premise that 
interaction between entities - whether human, non-human, at the interpersonal level, at the 
social level, or even in terms of individual psychology - manifests linguistically in a limited 
number of patterned ways (1988:49). Furthermore, that 'beneath' discourse lies a limited 
set of interactive categories. A metaphor such as invasion, while drawn from the discourse 
of military action, is selected because of its correspondence at the level of force dynamics 
with a term such as 'enter', involving a person moving into an enclosed space where there is 
another person who does not want that first person to enter. The metaphoric content adds 
the reading that those in control of the enclosed space have institutional, legal, standing: that 
is, it locates it in the social sphere, and in particular the sphere of states. It was argued in 
section 2.2 that the distribution of the limited information about the actual set of interactions 
that sparked off" the event - that is, about the questions put to the Government about 
whether the Roxby Management Company could legally stop the protesters entering the 
land, and the subsequent 'mix-up' - effectively covers up the fact that at the time of the 
event the legal position was not clear. Thus, the actual legal basis for the use of the 
invasion metaphor is very weak. Unless the use of the invasion metaphor is to be 
interpreted as editorial voice using the metaphor in a very peripheral interpersonal meaning 
(the protesters 'invaded the personal space of Roxby Management Services'), which is 
highly unlikely, it must surely be recognized that the invasion was a purely editorial 
construction that serves to strengthen the claims of Roxby Management Services. 
So, even if the editorial construction of protesters in the Richmond article was possibly 
justified if the fact that the police initiated the violence is ignored, the same cannot be said 
for this article. Here, a barrage of accusations of violence is laid against the protesters even 
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though the evidence is so flimsy that it has to be split into small sections and progressively 
backgrounded so that the minor and accidental nature of the injury is hidden and the 
questionable legality of the Roxby Management Company's attempts to stop the protest is 
almost lost to view. The 'injury' serves to justify the construction of any movement or 
initiative by protesters as an invasion, and thus as generally 'violent'. 
In the third case study, the level of reported violence to police drops even fiirther - to zero. 
Under such circumstances, it might be expected that editorial voice might forgo constructing 
protest as 'violent'. This, however, does not happen. The street marches of the civil 
liberties campaign of 1977-79 had their origins in the campaign to stop uranium 
'yellowcake' being transported through Brisbane to the wharves at Hamilton. The then-
National-Country Party Government of Queensland responded by changing the procedure 
for obtaining permission for a march such that permission had to be obtained from the 
police; permits were, of course, rarely given. The largest march took place eariy in the 
campaign, on Saturday, 22 October, 77. At least 370 people were arrested when the 
demonstration attempted to march from King George Square across Adelaide Street and 
down Albert Street. The organization of the march was non-violent in the non-technical 
sense - that is, that it was advertised that the march would be non-violent but without the 
prior preparation and training that is characteristic of protests that are formally Non-Violent. 
The headline on page 1 of The Sunday Mail of 23.10.7? read 370 ARRESTED IN WILD 
CITY DEMO (Document 10 in the Appendix). As pointed out in Chapter 2, the association 
of wild and demo in a headline in a locative construction sets the scene for an interpretation 
that the protest as a whole was 'wild', and that the 'wildness' emanated from the protesters 
since it was the demo that was wild. The first paragraph continues in a similar vein: AT 
LEAST 370 peoplc.were arrested during a violent anti-uranium demonstration in 
Brisbane yesterday. Here the initial 'nature' metaphor is refined to violent within a fiirther 
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backgrounded locative (from during onwards), with the same likely effects: it is the 
demonstrators who are violent by default. Table 4.6 shows the distribution of the terms 
used to describe the protest. Metaphors of nature are absent except for wild, which is 
relatively marginal compared to 'erupt' or 'storm'. 
Table 4:6 
Paragraph 
1 
2 
3 
4 
23 
24 
Wording 
a violent anti-uranium demonstration 
There was confrontation when... 
...the most 'bitter' since the Springbok demonstrations... 
The 'battle' beean... 
police and demonstrators engaged in violent struggling 
The march became a riot and virtually out of control 
As expected from the analysis in Chapter 2, reporting of the demonstration is structured 
discursively around terms which require either an equal commitment to and preparedness for 
violence from both sides (battle, violent struggling) or a commitment to such violence only 
from the protesters (riot). However other internal evidence does not support the use of 
these metaphors. Paragraph 2 notes that there had been some 600 police officers, ...some 
armed with batons. Paragraph 18 is more explicit: Police, many in crash helmets and 
almost all armed with long wooden batons, stared at the marchers. As usual, 
information attributing a greater level of preparedness for violence on the part of the police 
is backgrounded, and information implying less preparedness for violence foregrounded. 
Furthermore, editorial voice (apparently attributed to the police officers themselves in the 
square) makes the point eariy in the body of the argument (paragraphs 1-4 are each 
increasingly smaller headlines) that police had feared for their safety: 
5 Only a handful of police were present in King George Square when a meeting 
of people protesting against uranium mining began. 
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6 Police then said they feared for their safety if the 3000 people decided to 
march. 
? Before noon, hundreds of police were moved into position in neighbouring 
M.I.M. House and Burnett Lane. 
8 They were hidden from public view from the square. 
It seems, therefore, that the rationale for moving hundreds of police into the area was 'police 
fear for their safety' rather than any plan on the part of the police to respond to the protest, 
even though they must have known about the protest for some weeks, it having been 
advertised publicly. In a number of ways, then, police are portrayed as weak and vulnerable. 
The opposhe is the case for the protesters. Not only are they wild and violent by 
implication from the headline and the first sub-head, but they are also 'violent' by extension: 
if police fear for their safety, then presumably that is because they are actually under threat 
of violence. 
WTiat, then, were the casualty rates among police from this battle with its violent 
struggling, this riot that was out of control? None are mentioned. One might suspect that 
they would have been if any police officers had been injured, just as at Roxby Downs the 
media focused upon the single 'injury'. Nor are there any reports of injury to protesters. 
Despite the lack of reported injuries, however, the protest is constructed from the beginning 
as 'violent'. Even some of the terms used appear self-contradictory in the light of internal 
evidence: 
24 The march became a riot and virtually out of control as marchers ran back 
out of Albert Street and down Adelaide Street 
25 Women screamed and children cried as police and demonstrators locked 
together. 
Riot, implying one-sided violence against people and/or property on the part of protesters, is 
not supported anywhere by reports of such activity. That women and children are 
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categorized as separate from - and therefore not part of - the protesters is itself part of the 
process of making protesters the object of fear rather than the police. Certainly, women 
screamed and children cried - but they were protesters.^ 
This raises the question of what the criteria were for the 'Sunday Mail Staff* Reporters' who 
constructed the report to attach the term 'violent' to it. In section 2.2 it was suggested that 
a major criterion for 'violent' behaviour is movement, taking any initiative. In this case, 
protesters certainly moved, but not unpredictably as at Roxby Downs, but rather in a clear 
and pre-meditated way and direction. Perhaps the basis for constructing the protest as 
violent was not just movement, but physical contact, particulariy arrests. If physical 
interaction between police and protesters is to be called 'violence' whether or not violent 
acts are perpetrated by protesters, then what forms of protest action will not be called 
'violent'? Presumably only those that do not involve physical contact - that is, those that 
involve no challenge to laws. The problem here is that laws change. The so-called Street 
March Law of 1977 made it illegal to hold a street march without permission from the 
police, permission which could be withheld without appeal; similarly, during the Atkinson 
City Council of the late eighties, permission was revoked for holding peacefiil assemblies in 
King George Square to commemorate such events as Hiroshima Day. Not breaking the law 
is, therefore, a luxury that very few protest groups have unless they happen to support issues 
that the governments in question agree with, such as Anzac Day or anger at the massacre of 
students in Tienanmin Square in Beijing. Any protest that challenges the law and involves 
arrests, however peacefiil, can be dubbed violent: while no people may be injured, it may be 
that a presumed 'social contract' is. 
Analysis of the final set of reports of protest partly addresses this question: is it the act of 
breaking the law, the 'social contract', that makes it possible and acceptable for Australian 
newspapers to consistently represent protests and protesters as 'violent' without public 
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demur? The articles to be examined in this final section of the chapter also raise the question 
of how editorial voice treats political protest in cases where the only people injured are 
protesters'} Four episodes will be briefly considered: 
1. The attempts to hinder the Franklin blockaders as reported in 77?^  Australian of 13.1.83; 
2. The 'ploughing through' of the fishing boat towing the barge up the Gordon River as 
reported in The Australian of 14.1.83; 
3. The actions of workers at Roxby Downs as reported in 77?^  Australian of 30.8.83; 
4. The actions of workers as reported in The Australian of 31.8.83. 
In 77?^  Australian of 13-1-83 (page 3, paragraph 5), it is stated that 
Earlier, telephone and Telex lines to the Strahan office of the Wilderness 
Society were cut, police blockaded protesters in the camp ground, and several 
rocks were thrown through the windows of the society's office, injuring one 
man who was taken to hospital. 
If any suggestion of'even-handedness' is to be taken seriously, then presumably some form 
of editorial comment on these events would ensue. There is, however, none. These acts are 
active and involve movement. They involve physical contact. They involve breaking the 
law. The acts are not called 'violent', however, and there is no accusation of'resorting to 
force'. Each of the processes is syntactically foregrounded (represented through a finite 
verb) with one exception: injuring one man (not, notice, 'injuring a protester'^. Agency is 
ascribed to the police in the case of the blockading, but this is not judged 'violent' either, 
even though it was of dubious legality. The other actions are represented by means of 
agentless passives; this is presumably because the editorial voice does not know who the 
agents were - yet, again, there are degrees of knowledge: the editorial voice of 77?^  
Australian 'knew' that the military metaphor was appropriate for the actions around the 
bulldozer, even though there was no evidence at that time of any intent on the part of the 
protesters to use any forms of action that would fit into this metaphorical model. That 44 
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people were arrested is more important, even after the hundreds previously arrested, than is 
the hospitalizing of a protester or the severing of telephone lines, which some might call an 
act of terrorism. 
In the second episode, the next day, 77;^  Australian reported on the events described in 2.1, 
where a boat tugging a barge and carrying police and workers ploughed through dam 
protesters. The editorial voice could have used storm or burst or another metaphor similar 
to those used to describe a similar action on the part of protesters at Roxby Downs: the 
force schema involved is identical to that of burst in that a barrier (protesters' boats) was 
stretched across a river, and force was applied to one point such that the barrier broke. 
Instead, a metaphor that is either innocuous or positive in its social reading is used. This act 
of what otherwise would probably called 'violence' is exculpated. The events were parallel 
in another sense: the protesters at Roxby Downs were certainly breaking the law and having 
to deal with police in doing so. The skipper on the barge - and, by extension, the police on 
the barge - were also breaking the law: no attempt was made to remove the protesters' boats 
in order to minimise danger to persons; fiirthermore, a diver's flag was ignored: strict laws 
exist to protect divers against danger from passing boats." In neither case did the police 
intervene. So at Roxby Downs, where there was a violence to the law but no danger of 
intentional violence, let alone danger to life, 777^  Australian invoked the potential of 
metaphors connected with nature, with all of the implications of inexorability and inevitable 
violence that go with it. On the Franklin, where safety - and in the case of the diver, 
potentially life - was in danger, the action is described through a very different metaphor 
with a very different social value. The acceptability of this was established through the 
previous framing of the events through the battle metaphor. 
As was pointed out in Chapter 2, it was reported that police failed to intervene and the 
newspaper's failure to comment on this can be interpreted as editorial voice regarding it as 
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an entailment of the military-metaphor. However, the plough metaphor fiinctions to draw 
the police and the controller of the vessel out of the military domain and into that of the 
much more innocuous domain of agriculture. The protesters, on the other hand, are left 
within the overarching domain of the military metaphor. As such, they are still subject to the 
arbitrary use of force without recourse to police protection. Nevertheless, the force-schema 
is similar to that of that obtaining at the invasion of Roxby Downs: only the participants are 
different. 
Both of the above examples deal with the Franklin, where, it was argued in Chapter 2, the 
media were unsure about what approach to take to this phenomenon of overt public Non-
Violence; and, as such, may have been unwilling to use terms such as 'violent' on either 
hand. In the third and fourth episodes, at Roxby Downs, on the other hand, editorial voice 
felt no such restriction. In the day of invasion and resort to force discussed above, it was 
also reported that ...workers opposed to the protest action barricaded a road, 
preventing the delivery of food supplies to the protest camp. {The Australian 30-8-83, 
page 1). A barricade, in and of itself, is not 'violent': protesters within a non-violent context 
do the same thing. When they do, however, then they face being called 'violent' in the 
media. Preventing delivery of food would hopefiilly be considered a violent tactic from 
anyone's point of view in a civil society. In TTie Australian it was called potentially 
explosive. Evidently, it did not explode (that is, the protesters did not 'explode'). The 
backgrounding through the syntactic strategy of nominalisation of the whole process 
expressed by 'explode' adds, however, to the perception of eruption, of violence as coming 
from the protesters. Roxby Management Services workers blockade; the protest as a whole 
- and by extension, the protesters, are constructed as violent. 
Finally, the headline of The Australian of the next day (31-8-83, page 1: Document 11 in the 
Appendix)) runs: Angry miners hit back in day of violence at Roxby. The first paragraph 
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states that it was a second day of protest and violence... , in this manner linking any 
violence on this day with the supposed violence of the previous day as given information. 
The xnolence here, however, is entirely different in kind: Miners, angered by the siege of 
the $1600-million development, hit back, allegedly punching one protester, who was 
taken away in an ambulance (paragraph 2). Several features stand out in this paragraph: 
• The events of this day and those of the previous day are linked not only by the use of 
word 'violence' (involving the assignation of previous events to 'given' status, even 
though their status as 'violent' is questionable) , but by using hit back in both 
paragraph 2 and in the headline, editorial voice links the 'violence' of the two days and 
places them on a par. 
• The nature of the 'violence' as it is reported, however, is cleariy qualitatively different 
to that of the 'violence' that purportedly took place on the previous day: a 'lifeworid' 
definition of violence might be that one person hit another. This is reported as being the 
case in this article. Nevertheless the person who hit the protesters is not called 'violent'. 
The individual 'violence' by a non-protester is subsumed under the more general rubric 
of'violent protest'. 
• The punching only allegedly took place. Such legal accuracy is not characteristic of The 
Australian when it is relating 'violence' on the part of protesters. Furthermore, the 
identity of the source of the allegation is not stated: the central source-discourse of 
'allege' is that of law, where the speaker tends to be a police officer, a lawyer or a judge. 
In this case, it is unclear. There is nothing to indicate that the alleged puncher was 
arrested for assault, though police would probably have gone to some lengths to arrest a 
protester for the same action. The fact (as related by 77^ ^ Australian) that the protester 
was taken to hospital is not seen as sufficient evidence to delete allegedly. 
• The word 'violent' does not appear in this paragraph, but only in paragraph 1 and in the 
headline, where it is linked with the protesters (quoted above). Violent appears next in 
paragraph 3: Seven protesters were arrested after a violent clash at a boom gate... 
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Following the pattern of the previous day (where 'violent' was used with relative 
frequency) no details of the 'violence' are given. Eventually, in paragraph 4, it is related 
that a further 28 were dragged to a waiting police van during a non-violent 
blockade of the shaft...They were charged with loitering. Blockading the shaft 
involved sitting down: that is, it is 'static'. Static, editorial voice can allow the term 
'non-violent', presumably in contrast to those who were not static. 
• Finally, this article is particularly interesting, as it describes a peculiar event: 
8 Protesters, however, got a taste of their own tactics during the morning as 
they surged further into the area. 
9 Miners sat in front of their vehicles, halting their progress in a classic 
display of non-violent protest techniques. 
Use of a taste of their own tactics (or medicine...) and the description of their action as 
'a classic display of non-violent techniques' indicates something of the attitude of the 
editorial voice of The Australian to this action - and also something of its definition of 
'non-violence' in terms of being restricted to static protest. 
In summary: having spent two days constructing the actions of the protesters as violent by 
lavish use of the military metaphor, a series of nature metaphors and appellations such as 
'violent', 'force' and so on, without providing any evidence to justify their use, it then goes 
on to report the punching of a protester without calling that punching violent and then 
proceeds to describe the above encounter in an almost gleeful manner. It is very difficult to 
escape the sense that in the eyes of the editorial voice of The Australian, 'violence' in its 
'lifeworid' sense has one definition for one set of participants and a different definition for 
another, and that this difference is patterned and consistent. 
Conclusion 
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At the beginning of this chapter, it had been established reasonably firmly that editorial voice 
typically uses certain metaphors drav^ Ti from natural events of a violent nature and from 
military discourse. It was suggested that the cumulative effect of the continued use of these 
metaphors - even though they are formally 'dead metaphors' because of the very frequency 
and pervasiveness of their use - is to establish a background set of expectations that protest 
is somehow 'naturally' violent, or at least that if violence breaks out, then it is 'natural' to 
assume that protesters are responsible for it. At the same time, it was suggested (as a result 
of the analyses in Chapter 3) that editorial voice typically constructs police as being more 
salient to a reader, more part of a constructed textual WE than are the protesters, who are 
constructed as a THEM in various ways. The question to be addressed was: under what 
kind of circumstances, if any, does this set of tendencies break down such that political 
protest may be represented in its own terms, or at least not antagonistically. 
Firstly, reporting of a protest was analyzed where over a dozen police oflBcers were 
reportedly injured. In this case, calling protesters 'violent' would seem to be justifiable. 
Secondly, evidence was presented from Roxby Downs to show how even when a police 
officer is apparently injured, the extent of the injury is selectively foregrounded so as to 
justify an accusation of 'violence' where such an accusation is less than justified. Thirdly, 
evidence was presented from a protest in Brisbane in 1977 where there were no reports of 
any injuries on either side, even though if police had been injured it would surely have been 
mentioned. Nevertheless, the protest was represented as 'violent'. Finally, material from 
the Franklin River Blockade and Roxby Downs, already dealt with to some measure in 
Chapter 2, was examined further for evidence as to how editorial voice treats protests where 
only protesters have been injured. 
The pattern that emerged is that no matter what the level of injury to police - whether it be 
significant, as at Richmond Senior College, or purely token, as at Roxby Downs; even if 
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there is no injury reported to any participant at all, as in the Brisbane Street March; or even 
if only protesters are injured or placed in danger, as in the final articles from Roxby Downs 
and the Franklin, it seems that protest and protesters will be constructed as 'violent'. This is 
true whether it is protesters, workers sympathetic to the police or even the police themselves 
who are breaking the law. It seems that whatever protesters do, they are likely to be 
portrayed as 'violent'. Equally, no matter what the police do, stiW protesters are likely to be 
constructed as responsible, and protests in general as 'naturally' violent. 
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Notes to Chapter 4 
' This scenario is built up from several sources, primarily: 
(a) That neither of the newspaper reports contradicts it, though only in SMH is it stated directly; 
(b) That this appeared to be the case from the TV news reporting, even though this is not strictly relevant to 
the representations in the print media; 
(c) That this is a 'classical' pattern in a protest the aim of which is to refuse entry to a vehicle. 
^ A fine example of the treatment of participants in \iolence when it comes to the use of the word riot 
appeared on page 1 of The Australian of Tuesday, 9.11.93 in tlie immediate aftermath of the death of Daniel 
Yock. The headline was Blacks riot after death in custody. The story as reported is a little different: 
Murri protesters attacked a person (described in The Courier Mail of the same date as a youth who taunted 
them (p2); Murri accounts say it was a man known to the Murris as a plain-clothes police officer and 
wearing commimications equipment and saying 'You're next' to the protestors); the police response was, 
according to The Courier Mail, that ...20 more police pushed their way through the crowd and took on 
the demonstrators. In both newspapers th term brawl is used, a term generally associated with 
straightforward fighting. Nevertheless, only the Murris attracted the term riot. 
^Though anecdotal evidence is of limited value, particularly personal anecdotal evidence, nevertheless it has 
some salience. I was one of the protesters who moved down Adelaide Street to try to go around the police. 
When confronted by a wall of police coming from Edward Street, the body of protesters sat down across the 
road. The police proceeded to arrest them. Women and children - and men - werescreaming at the way that 
this was carried out 
4 
It might be thought that any protester swimming under water in order to hinder the ship would have not 
been in any serious danger: is stopping a bulldozer worth a life? The police and the skipper evidently 
thought it worth the risk, e\'en though the law is quite clear about the responsibility of those in charge of a 
vessel in the proximity of a diver's flag. The diver's own words express it quite clearly: 
'...as the coast seemed clear, I thought I'd poke my face out for a quick look. Just as I was about to break 
surface, the huge black bow of a large boat swept over me, casting me into total darkness. Panic flooded into 
my mind as I realised that I was only about a metre from the surface and there was a fair-sized propellor 
approaching. With arms flapping furiously, I descended feet first, since I had no time for a duck-dive...After 
a short time, I managed to control myself a little and regain control of my breathing...! was angry that they 
had disregarded our diver's flag...'. He said that '...the merit of this scheme was that the diver, while 
submerged, could not be arrested by police, nor could the police legally remove a diver's flag so long as there 
was a diver below. It never occurred to us that we would be totally ignored.'. From: The Blockaders (1983) 
The Franklin Blockade. Hobart, The Wilderness Society. 62-3. The willingness of protesters to accept injury 
is shown not only by the fate of the students and workers in Tienanmin Square, but also by the case of the 
protester whose legs were cut off by a train carrying weapons to the Contra forces in Nicaragua. 
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Chapter 5: Conclusion 
The general aim of this study has been to determine whether protest and protesters are 
constructed in such a way as that the central reading is that they are violent and, if so, how 
such a construction is made 'natural'. More specifically, the aim has been to address how 
protesters are constructed as responsible for the violence - that they initiate it and cause it, 
rather than being the butt of it. In summary, it seems clear that qualitative analysis of 
reporting of Australian political protests does confirm the prediction of Herman and 
Chomsky that the Australian media will systematically represent protesters in an 
unfavourable light. In particular, protest is consistently represented as 'violent', while 
protesters are consistently represented as 'violent', 'emotional', and 'stupid'. As predicted, 
protesters are assigned the THEM role in the construction of participants, while police are 
assigned the US role. Furthermore, selective backgrounding of information is used so that 
information that might contradict the construction of protesters as responsible for 'violence' 
is split into small parts and spread throughout the article, particulariy on separate pages. 
This was clearly the case in the example of the injury and the invasion at Roxby Downs and 
the order of events at Richmond Senior College. 
These results in themselves come as no surprise. Anyone who has been involved in a protest 
and then read the reporting will already know that something like this happens. What is 
perhaps surprising is the degree to which it appears unavoidable. Even in the most extreme 
possible cases, where only protesters are hurt and only police, or non-police who support 
the police, break the law (as deduced purely from internal evidence), even then the event is 
framed in the same terms as in cases where protesters have used violence or protesters have 
broken the law. 
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Two sets of implications arise from these results, the first philosophical, ideological. These 
implications have to do with how the media appear to construct the relationship between 
'society' and the 'individual', and with the general social construction of marginality. The 
second set of implications are more methodologically concerned, and have to do with the 
appropriateness of the methods of Critical Linguistics to the tasks it has set itself 
The results suggest that protesters are to be constructed consistently as stupid, childish, 
irrational - and violent. This appears to be the case irrespective of the context of actual 
events, actual injuries to people or to the social fabric (as represented by laws and various 
mores). On the other side (literally as well as figuratively) those whom the media choose to 
support - the state, the economic elite - are rational, well-trained, practical and so on. 
Human beings, of course, are never altogether one or the other; rather we are a pottage of 
different aspects of personality, some of which are more dominant, others less so, according 
to circumstance. Editorial voice, on the other hand, seems to construct what might loosely 
be called 'human nature' as being constituted by two quite separate - yet in fact 
complementary - personality types, as depicted in Table 5.1. 
In other words, insofar as the individual (or some segment of society) opposes the interests 
or dictates of political and economic elites, editorial voice is liable to label them as 'outside', 
'other', and to invoke all of those aspects of'human nature' that go with this positioning. 
Accusations of stupidity and childishness are not restricted purely to individuals. This 
cleariy emerges from the editorials from Nurrungar, examined in Chapter 3. There, groups 
are constructed as being somehow manipulable, lacking in common sense, having high 
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ideals that get diverted to low roads. By definition, these 'groups' consist of THEM, and 
'individuals' become one of THEM by virtue of joining a 'group'. If, however, groups are 
outside of the US, then what is the shape of'society'? Excising 'groups' from the picture 
Table 5.1: Editorial voice's construction of the human personality 
seems to suggest an ideology that constructs society as consisting of two extreme points. 
Spatially conceived, on the one hand is the atomized 'individual', the repository of'common 
sense', of 'sound', 'practical' ways of doing things. At the other end is the apparently 
abstract WE for whom editorial voice constructs a voice. Herein lies the contradiction. The 
content of this WE-voice is drawn consistently from the voices of bodies that can themselves 
only be called 'groups': Roxby Management Services, the organizers of AIDEX, the police 
liaison teams, various organs of Government. Are these not also 'manipulable', 'lacking in 
common sense'? Certainly, those who protest against their decisions would argue that they 
are (hence the protest!). Nevertheless, a prime function of editorial voice is to mute the 
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'group' nature of these groups and to thereby manufacture US, while at the same time 
emphasizing the supposed negative aspects of the group nature of protest groups, 
denigrating them, and thereby encouraging their dissolution. The message is clear: social 
organization is only acceptable for some; for the rest, atomization into socially ineffective 
monads is required. So it seems that the very act of association for a political reason is 
sufficient reason for the media to construct such association as THEM. 
If an effect of editorial voice's construction of protest and protesters is to discourage people 
from acring together in groups in ways that challenge elites, the question must be raised: 
What is the logical end point of the process of constructing protesters as 'naturally violent'? 
Herman and Chomsky in their 'propaganda model' predict that protest will be vilified as 
being 'Communist'. As was pointed out in Chapter 3, this does not occur in Australia to 
any significant degree, neither before the demise of the Soviet Union nor since. Rather, a 
quite different source for ideological construction of protesters seems to be dravvTi on. Hall 
et al suggest that within the 'consensus model' used by the media three thresholds may be 
identified as lying outside 'civilized society (Hall et al 1978: 226, in Hartley 1982:85). 
Table 5.2 
PERMISSIVENESS 
THRESHOLD 
LEGALITY 
THRESHOLD 
EXTREME 
-VIOLENCE 
THRESHOLD 
terrorism 
murder 
armed bank raids 
treason/spying 
robbery with violence 
According to this model, it apparently becomes automatic that even overtly Non-Violent 
political protest will be labeled 'violent' in that a central tenet of Non-Violence theory is that 
ethical considerations outweigh laws, and that civil disobedience is a right of any citizen. 
There is an aspect of this, however, that is related to the first point above. In principle. 
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'liberal-democratic' societies uphold the right of citizens to disagree and to organize 
opposition. This is contradicted by the principle that the media seem to employ, seen in 
operation above. It seems that as soon as people begin to associate for a political purpose, 
then editorial voice typically classifies it as being on a level with theft and burglary by 
constructing it as 'violent'. From here, it is but one step to the level of 'terrorist'. Rather 
than setting 'non-violent' protest within 'civil society', this 'civil society' only includes 
individuals whose opposition is purely personal, purely epistemic. It seems that the act of 
making opposition into something other than purely personal and internal is itself to be 
interpreted as an act of 'violence' - so long as it is a protester that performs that act. As 
seen in Chapter 4, the opposite holds for police and those who support them. Hall's model 
therefore is cleariy only half the picture. The rest of the picture, complementary to this, is 
that for those groups that the media support, the distribution of acts across the thresholds 
appears to work in the opposite direction. Acts of terrorism such as cutting telephone lines 
(as at the Franklin), acts of physical violence (as at Roxby) are, by virtue of attracting no 
comment, included within the sphere of'civil society'. 
This seems on the face of it to be quite different to the Herman/Chomsky concept of 'anti-
communism' as an ideological filter. Yet it is not. Common to anti-Communist and anti-
protester rhetoric is the underlying fear of the redistribution of wealth on the basis of social 
needs. As is shown by the historical development of redistributory social movements -
whether it be the spontaneous creation of soldiers' and workers' Soviets throughout Europe 
at the end of the First Worid War, or the Green Ban movement in Sydney in the early ?0's, 
or the attempts to convert ailing military industries to social production, as at the Lucas 
Aerospace and Vickers plants in the UK in the 1980's - the first stage is the organization of 
base-level community action groups that are prepared to contest decisions not merely 
discursively, but also through attempts to create an alternative power. It is precisely the 
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development of this stage that editorial voice, as (in Herman and Chomsky's terms) the 
mouthpieces of the set of economic interests in which they are embedded, seek to inhibit by 
constructing groups as 'lacking in common sense' and misled, and the individuals within 
them as stupid, emotional (as if that is an insult), childish, or motivated by the very demon 
that they construct themselves as being free of - ideology. 
That editorial voice - in the interests of the elites with which it is so tightly integrated -
should propagate such a view of society is dangerous. That they should propagate such a 
split in 'human nature' is also dangerous. A view of human personality that cuts off" emotions 
and needs and assigns them to Others is a major step on the road that leads to the gas 
chambers. 
Where does this leave protesters, as those who bear the brunt not only of the law, but also of 
media constructions of their actions and their motives? History has shown that economic 
bonds are difficult to stretch. The ties between editorial voice and economic and political 
elites make it difficult to change things at the roots. Individual journalists are usually much 
more amenable to negotiation of meaning, but lack ultimate control over the wording of 
their reports. Part of the answer may lie in contesting the distinction between 'protester' and 
US. It may be that by accepting the received definition of themselves as 'protesters', those 
who oppose militarism and environmental destruction are also, de facto, accepting the 
constructions that that entails, not just in terms of the structure and implications of battle 
and erupt, but also in terms of being constructed as outside 'civil society'. Perhaps it would 
make sense to insist that they (from my point of view, 'we') are first and foremost citizens, 
part of WE in the sense of the community at large. Beyond this strategies are difficult to 
arrive at. The Non-Violence Movement in Victoria already has a long and successful career 
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of police- and media-liaison. The Non-Violence movement in Australia already emphasises 
a recognition of WE-ness in terms of planning and conducting actions. It works to a degree. 
What methodological questions arise from the foregoing chapters that may suggest some 
new directions? Any answer to this question must depend on the answer to a much deeper 
question: what is the relationship within the social sphere in general between the activities of 
the academic domain and events outside? If the aim of academic activity is to produce work 
for academic consumers, then there is a danger that the resulting knowledge remains 
'disembodied' in the sense that it is not/or anybody: it answers no question that anyone but 
the researcher might ask, or provides no conclusions or methods that anyone but the 
researcher can use. This is the challenge posed by Verschueren (quoted in Chapter 1). It is 
also the challenge that is posed, in theory at least, by Critical Linguistics, with its insistence 
that research be useful to those who face oppression in this place and time in history. 
Whether this latter challenge has actually bom useable fiTiits (useable, that is, by anyone not 
already in agreement with Critical Linguistics) is a different matter. A person involved in 
political activities is engaged in conflict with people who in all likelihood agree with neither 
the interpretations themselves, nor with the validity of the theoretical basis of those 
interpretations. 
A major project of the Critical Linguistics movement has over the last years been to 
emphasize teaching 'resistant reading' through Critical Language Awareness (see particulariy 
Fairclough 1992c), with the idea that once people can read texts in a manner that enables 
them to 'see through' the process of construction, then those people will be liberated from 
such constructions. While this process of liberation is certainly important, it is not in and of 
itself sufficient. A 'resistant reader' is essentially a monad in the way that editorial voice's 
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construction of society wants any one who does anything 'resistant' to be. Resistant reading 
must be only the first, relatively easy, step. Beyond that lies the much more difficult area of 
actually defending resistant readings against people who are not themselves 'resistant 
readers', and who are not automatically going to agree with a resistant reading - that is, 
people who disagree because they have a greater or lesser stake in defending editorial 
voice's construction of events. Resistant reading must develop an interactive, social aspect. 
To this end. Critical Linguistics must develop a set of techniques related to the eventual 
argumentational needs of those who they wish to use the results. 
There are hopeful signs in this direction. Throughout this dissertation, analytical techniques 
have been drawn not only from Critical Linguistics, but also partly from Cognitive 
Linguistics. Cognitive Linguistics is a recent development within linguistics, and a number 
of perspectives can be drauTi from it for use in analysis of power and ideology in texts. The 
concept of metaphor, for example, has already been used in Critical Linguistics (Chilton 
1985, Chilton and Ilyin 1993). Theoretical developments within Cognitive Linguistics 
concerning the cognitive structuring effects of metaphor (particulariy Lakoff and Johnson 
1980, Johnson 1987, Lakoff" 198?) may allow for more insightful exploration of the internal 
content of metaphors - as, I hope, the exploration of the content of battle in terms of similar 
propensities for the use of violence adds something to the analyses of the past, which have 
objected to the 'argument is battle' metaphor because of its source-discourse rather than 
because of the interactional structure it bears with it. Similariy, Langacker's theory of 
profiling, particulariy as applied to foregrounding and backgrounding, can be applied to the 
analysis of the ideological structuring of text because of its claim that syntactic and text-
organizational choices are significant as indicators of the relative salience, the importance 
assigned to them by the producer of the particular text (Langacker 1990, Wallace 1982). 
This has clear implications from the point of view of analysis of intentions: it may well be 
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possible to map generic structure onto questions of intentional foregrounding or 
backgrounding of various elements of the text. This may allow for fuller assessment to be 
made of the degree to which editorial voice manipulates space within newspaper text. 
Finally, Talmy's analysis of force dynamics has potential for the more systematic mapping of 
types of power interaction (Talmy 1988). The internal structure of metaphors often involves 
conflicting levels of willingness to use the levels offeree attributed by a particular metaphor. 
Thus, while the use of invade (Document 4) would seem unfortunate due to its military 
source-discourse (at least to those people who object to the use of that source-discourse), 
the very use of that source-discourse can be criticised in terms of the implications of the 
metaphor for relative willingness to use violence (following Talmy), and also in terms of the 
way that information that might openly contradict the use of the metaphor is spread over the 
less salient areas of the article (according to Langacker). In a sense, then. Cognitive 
Linguistics may be able to offer a coherent psychological basis for the claims of Critical 
Linguistics. Nor need the influence be entirely one-way. Claims by cognitive linguists that 
Cognitive Linguistics has application and relevance beyond purely individual cognitive 
perception, and that Cognitive Linguistics describes a set of processes common to human 
beings at all levels of interpersonal and social interaction, can perhaps be deepened - and 
tested - by the degree to which a fit can be made with Critical Linguistics. 
Developing Critical Linguistics, and especially Critical Language Awareness, through 
applying the techniques of Cognitive Linguistics would seem to me to be a potent tool in any 
long-term plan to contest the tendency - and the right - of editorial voice to construct the 
world in terms that support those who control so much of the material and political sources 
of power in the world - and in particular, against the editorial construction of those who 
oppose them publicly as 'violent'. Future opposition to the bloc of owners of wealth who 
have control over the creation and mediation of social meaning (in Herman and Chomsky's 
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terms) can only come through broad-based social contestation of this process of creation of 
meaning. Whether such contestation is successful depends, in my opinion, on the degree to 
which that 'contestation' becomes interpersonal rather than remaining personal - and on the 
degree to which people overcome that unwillingness to work together that the mass media 
constructs for them. 
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Newspaper Articles 
Articles are arranged chronologically. They are further blocked according to the 
protest they refer to. 
Brisbane Street March. 1977 
The Courier Mail 23.10.11, page 1: 370 arrested in wild city demo 
The Frankin River Blockade. 1982-3 
The Weekend Australian 18-19.12.82, page 3: Arrests total 196 as protesters take 
Christmas break 
The Australian 6.1.83, page 3: Police ban media from two Gordon River sites 
The Australian 12.1.83, page 1: Anti-dam forces plan wharf assault 
The Australian 13.1.83, page 3: Police arrest 44 in bitter anti-dam clash 
The Australian 14.1.83, page 3: Fishing boat ploughs through dam protesters 
The Australian 2.3.83, page 3: 200 held in assault on dam 
The Roxbv Downs Blockade. 1983 
The Australian 26.8.83, page 3: Anti-Roxby Downs campaign HQ burgled 
The Sydney Morning Herald 29.^.S3, page 3: Police get friendliness prize at Roxby 
protest 
The Sydney Morning Herald 30.S.S3, page 4: Four held in Roxby clashes 
The Australian 30.8.83, pages 1-2: Roxby erupts as protesters force their way on to 
site 
The Australian 31.8.83, pages 1-2: Angry miners hit back in day of violence at 
Roxby 
The Sydney Morning Herald 1-9-83, page 2: Police win the day in the battle of 
Roxby Downs 
The Weekend Australian 3-4.9.83, page 3: 70 held at Roxby Downs midnight 'rock 
party' 
Anzac Dav. 1986 
The Courier Mail 26-4-86, page 15: Another battle for Anzac marchers 
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Nurrungar. 1989 
The Australian 2.10.89, page 1: Nurrungar clashes spark security review 
The Canberra Times 2.10.89, page 1: Mace gas used at protest 
The Adelaide Advertiser 3.10.S9, page 16: Flights from common sense 
The Sydney Morning Herald 3.10.S9, page 12: The fault at Nurrungar 
The Australian 4.10.89, page 1: Caucus attacks Beazley over Nurrungar clash 
The Age 6.10.89, page 13: Nurrungar protesters behind the times 
Nurrungar, 1991 
The Courier Mail 10.4.91, page 11: Activists converge on base 
The Sydney Morning Herald 10.4.91, page 5: No-violence pledge 
AIDEX. 1991 
The Sydney Morning Herald 26.11.91, page 2: Wild scenes outside arms show 
The Sydney Morning Herald 21 .\\ .91, page 7: More violence as arms fair opens 
The Canberra Times 26.11.91, page 9: Aidex protest is anarchy, emotion versus logic 
The Canberra Times2S.\l.9\, page 1: Police chief vows to get tough 
Anti-Racist rally in the UK. 1993 
The Australian 18.10.93, page 6: 60 hurt as anti-racist rally turns to riot 
Death in custody of Daniel Yock, 1993 
The Australian 9.11.93, page 1: Blacks riot after death in custody 
Richmond Senior College, 1993 
The Australian 14.12.93, page 5: Batons used in violent school protest 
TheSydney Morning Herald 14-12-93, page 1: 16 hurt as college battle erupts 
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Appendix 
Full texts of Selected Documents. 
Document 1: The Australian 12.1.83, page 1: Anti-dam forces plan wharf assault 
Document 2: The Australian 13.1.83, page 3: Police arrest 44 in bitter anti-dam clash 
Document 3: The Australian 14.1.83, page 3: Fishing boat ploughs through dam 
protesters 
Document 4: The Australian 30.8.83, pages 1-2: Roxby erupts as protesters force 
their way on to site 
Document 5: 77?^  Sydney Morning Herald 26.\\ .9\, page 2: Wild scenes outside arms 
show 
Document 6: The Canberra Times2S.l 1.91, page 1: Police chief vows to get tough 
Document 7: The Courier Mail 26-4-S6, page 15: Another battle for Anzac marchers 
Document 8: The Australian 14.12.93, page 5: Batons used in violent school protest 
Document 9: The Sydney Morning Herald 14-12-93, page 1: 16 hurt as college battle 
erupts 
Document 10: The Courier Mail 23 .\0.11, page 1: 370 arrested in wild city demo 
Document 11: The Australian 31.8.83, pages 1-2: Angry miners hit back in day of 
violence at Roxby 
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The Australian 12.1.83, page 
planwftMf assamlt^ 
(2) THE conservationists area of western Tasmania not 
-blockading~.the^Franklin.dam.. vested in the HEC, 
sire~~af^de\nsing^~plan-to-t«---<^^ of thg fasina,; 
tii-imiJt"felin InadiuyoF'llj 
"ETectrtc" Commission Ijulldoz-" 
srs at the Strahan wharf. 
-They—believe-the -first buU--
—dozers- to- be- used-at-the-dam-
site will be loaded soon. 
lety^gprj; 
Bob Brown, sulci' yesterday Y3r 
different bail conditions had 
been imposed on arrested pro-
-testers depending oh which 
courts they had appeared in 
(3) Late .yesterday, -there had 
been no arrests confirmed in 
blocTcade Action since' MoiTday. 
• Most of the 42 arrested on the 
Gordon River on Monday were 
released on bail at hearings In 
Queenstown and Hobart. 
Some accepted an extended 
condition of bail that they not 
—and where^heyiive^ ^ 
^ " T h e administration of the"; 
^Hw ls~tnconslstent and un-"-just." he said. "Some people • 
have".been "transported over-^ 
night to Risdoh Jail-'withdut: 
any option of taking bail. 
(^•'The situation isjuch that In 
Queenstown It appears to be a 
13 g in" "~^^**'^'^^^^-*^^^ 
Ptoad — leading to the dam site 
— nor the towns of Gormans-
ton^ Queenstown and Strahaiv. 
^ The bail condition" had previ-
^ U S l y rpfprrpri t.n HKC land 
ojMeanwhile. the Tasmanlan 
lldemess Society won its 
first legal " bat t le^esterday: : 
when police dropped charges 
against a juvenile. Greg Eng-
only. 
' / ^ Conserv'ationists were furi-
^-^L?s about the extended condi-
tipn last night, claiming it 
stncted people Tfo"m a large 
land. l6._oI_TerTania:.(JreeE~E 
QyHe was .arrested before 
Christmas for trespassing on 
HECiandT^—r~—^-—-- - -
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Police arirest^ in 
huge crane wa5 used by Q ^ l t was a serious matter that 
he Hydro-Electric Conimls- ^ h e .telephone and Telex lines 
_By SUE DOWNIE and BRENDAN DONOHOE 
(D FORTY-four anti-dam 
protestors were arrested 
yesterday in the most dra-
matic and bitter clash of the 
month-long campaign bv the 
Tasmanian Wilderness So-
ciety to slop construction of 
the Franklin dam. 
© A t least 23 were remanded In ^••~ ••• . I . „ H ^ „ 
custody and late last Bi&hl (Z) MeanwhUe. the Q u e « i s t o w n _ ^ e c u o n ^ 
were on their way to Hobarfs magistrate who heard most ol ^ ^ r - t n e 
-Risdonjail. the 330 charges against pro-
@ Others accepted baU condi- testers refused yesterday to 
lions not to return to the >-4isqualify himself. 
WesfCoast municipalities of (2]_Counsel for the society, Mr 
-iStraharvandOoEmanston 
slon ^  to-remove-par 
Strahan wharf to prevent 
protesters chaining them-
elves to the barge, 
he bulldozer was then 
oaded without Incident, and 
will be taken SOkm up the 
Gordon River "today for con-
struction work on the dam. 
s h 
T ( 
ad been cut; 
53)"Weinay hear that It was an 
accident; I don't believe it, 
nor will anyone else." he said. 
He warned that the society 
would pur"every ounce of en-
ergy and every cent" into 
campaigning against the Oovr 
emment at the next federal' 
Federal -Government 
would not stand up to the 
Tasmanian. Government and 
its Hydro-Electric Commis-
sion, then "we will have a new 
dam site yesterday, both de-
nied that police or HEC offlc-
--i;rs"had"b56H Involved in cut-
ting the society's communica-
JJons links. 
Q3)After flying over the south-
west, Mr Groom said: "The 
campaign seems to be a total 
failure. It has not stopped 
work and it is costing us, as a 
State, a lot of money for a bit 
-^jaf kids' fun." 
Q^Ar Robmson said-it was cost-
mg at least $30,000 a day for 
the police to protect the dam 
site. 
gy^eanwhile, the former pre-
:=»BUe£Aa!Lnow=d«putjt=Ojjgesi^ 
^•^Vhen a 40-tonne bulldozer 
arrived by low loader from 
Queenstown about 6am yes-
terday, more than 150 protes-
ters blockaded the Strahan 
wharf to prevent it bcins 
goaded onto a barge. 
"^Earlier, telephone and Telex 
Imes to the Strahan olfice of 
the Wilderness Society were 
cut. police blockaded prjtes-
tpr.s in the camp ground, and 
several rocks were thrown 
through wmdows of the soci-
ety's office, Injurmg one man 
who was taken to hospital. 
Tin 
Chen, SM, of inconsistencies! Q£)Envlronmentalists would 
campaign in all marginal 
^ e a t s . 
@ T h e society believed it would 
swing more than enough 
votes to put the ALP into 
power. 
Failure 
discrimination by refusing 
ball to two Aborigines on 
Monday, failure to follow a 
Supreme Court ruling, and 
contravention of the Bill of 
Rights. 
The sdjiety's director, Dr 
ob Brown, last night accused 
the police of being "ham-
fisted" throughout the day's 
events. 
Qj) "Ther|C is a new streak of au-
thoritarian measures that will 
alarm millions of Australi-
ans," he said. 
<!^J )r Brown said it was not too for the Federal Govern-
ment to stop construction of 
^ 1 6 dam. 
@)rhe Police Commissioner. 
Tdr Max Robinson, and the 
Acting Police Mmister. Mr 
Roger Groom, who visited the 
tion leader, Mr Harry Holgate, 
said yesterday in WoUongong. 
NSW, the dam issue could 
erupt into the most serious 
Commonwealth-State rift 
since the Jack Lang crisis of 
Nlay 1932. 
@ In that crisis, the then .VSW 
Premier, Mr Lang, was sacked 
by the then Governor, Sir 
hillp Game. 
he ALP was committed, it ;l 
on the next federal election, 
to stopping the dam. and that 
was where the consiitullonal 
crisis would occur. Mr Holgate 
said. 
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oat 
ploughs through 
By SUE DOWNIE 
0 A FISHING boat towing a 
barge carrying a 40-tonne bull-
dozer ploughed through a 
proup of protesters in boats on 
the Gordon River yesterday. 
d ) The protesters were trying to 
.stop the barge reaching the 
Franklin dam construction 
site in soulh-wes^Tasmania. 
m F i v e boats wer"(rihlrowiraLSiae 
^ y the weight of the Kate 
Martin, hired by the Hydro-
Eicctric Commission to take 
the bulldozer to Warners 
Landing to clear rainforest 
andprepare roads'. 
^ W i t n e s s e s said police escort-
ing the barge made . no at-
tempt to clear the line of 20 
rubber dinghies and tha t j j i e^ . 
_hoaL-mad€ no atteTnpno~slo^' 
down. 
@More than 45 protester's were 
arrested for obstructing police 
and for trespassing. None was 
injured in the incident, but 
the- Tasmanian Wilderness 
Society is taking legal action 
against the skipper of the 
Kate Martin, the director, Dr 
Bob Brown, said yesterday. 
Appeal 
(t) In a separate move, the wil-
derness society will make a 
Supreme Court challenge 
today against the granting of 
bail with and without condi-
tions to protesters arrested for 
obstructioji and trespassing 
on HEC land. 
@ Dr Brown .said in Melbourne 
—Oiat mmr—t-han Vj different 
ronditions lia\c been Imposed 
by .Magisiratp's Courts in Tas-
ir.aiiia. ranging from no bail to 
ilio conditioii that the cJiarged 
protesters do not return to the 
municipalities of Stfahan and 
Gormanston. 
<DTI^O Tasmanian. Aborigines. 
Mr Michael Mansell and Mrs 
Rosalind Langford. will appeal 
to the Supreme Court today 
on the grounds tha t thpy 
(!) 
should have been released"on 
uncondlttonal bail. 
5 )Dr Brown said; "They wenF 
ashore to ask police for a cup 
of coffee and have been t rans-
ported to Risdon Jail for '11 
i a y s . _^ 
(id)'"Discrimination is rampant 
in these courts. They were 
remanded in custody when 
other people in the same court 
-have b<i"en released on a range 
of other bails." — 
(uXJr 
Hunger 
Ji/Up to 1000 protesters, includ-
ing pensioners, children and 
politicians, will today blockade 
the access road to the main 
HEC camp at Crotty. 
© M o r e than 400 protesters 
have been arrested since the 
-Campaign to save the Franklin 
River began In the south-west 
before Christmas and all have . 
been charged with trespassing 
on HEC land or obstructing 
police. 
© A b o u t 70 protesters are still 
in Hobarfs Risdon Jail. 
Seventeen are on a -38-hoiw 
hunger strike in protest at 
police action on Wednesday 
when—telephone—tmd—telex 
lines to the wilderness society 
office in Strahan were cut and 
police restricted pr- 'esters to 
their camping ground. 
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Rpxby erupts as protesters-
force their way On to site 
01 
SENIORConslable Kym Hardwick is thrown on to tho bonnet of a moving biockado vehicie 
ByJOHNSTANTON 
Document 4 
rOLICK were mAsalnr 
around (he Roxby Dow\i8 ura-
nium mineshaft lale^ Uiit 
nlRhl. fcarinr further vio-
lence from anU-nuclear pro-
tcstcKs who claithed with 
officers durin; a vehicular in-
vasion of the lease area yes-
terday. 
At least five demonstrators 
wrrc arrr.ilnd and a police-
man nufferrd lee injurlo.n 
Mlicn the proteklers forced 
their way through a iruarded 
barricade on an access road 
to the mine. 
Protesters and their vchic-
•s were dotted across the 
lease area last nlfht, as police 
maintained a series of hastily 
erected barriers in an at-
tempt to restrict further jTiovcmcnt. 
^ In one potentially explosive 
Situation on the eastern sec-
tion of the lease area mine 
workers opposed to the pro-
test action barricaded a road, 
preventlni: tho delivery of 
food supplies to the protest 
amp. 
Details were Sketchy last 
llCht as conftlctlnr reports 
came from th« remote Roxby 
Downs uranlum/copper/rarc 
mclaU mine at Olympic Dam. 
560km north west of Adelaide. 
The demonstrators, who 
ad planned a 10>day "non-
violent" slcjfe of the 51600-
million development, resor-
ted to force after a nilx-up 
»«w Stal« Govarnmant antw-
rrs to a scries oT protesters* 
questions fall to reach the 
demonstrators before an 
J lam deadline. 
fflThe State Government, Op-
posi t ion and Koxby Manase-
ment Services (a firm ict up 
by the Joint venturer! BP 
Australia and Western Min-
ing Corporation to, ovence 
Ihc development) joined In 
Q>n 
^ 
- I T U 
€ 
^5< 
.. and police drag away the driver of the car 
rondemniidon of yeslcrd«y'i 
-Violence. 
(gJiThe proteitera had claimed 
Jloxby ManaKcment had no 
Ictal rliht to refuse tjiem per-
mission lo drive.vehicles on 
to the exploration lease area. 
one of two ffatea (o the lease 
area, were told tlie Prflmier, 
Mr Bannon, had referred the 
questions on the lecallty of 
the roanarement stand to the 
. SUtc Minister for.Mines and 
_£nernf, Mr Payne. 
The company had allowedtheQjThe Minister had prepared 
estimated 400 demonstrators 
access to the area but only on 
foot. Shortly after Ham a 
rroup, massed at a camp near 
statement tn response to 
the questions, defending the 
Contlnutd — Pa|< 2 • 
Policeman hurt as protesters 
usexars in invasion of site 
From Past 1 tually brought the s i tuation 
, • - • - ' —under control, 
company's rlffhta to re s tr l c t l lUBevera l protest vehic les , 
access to certain areas of the T l o w e v e r , eluded police by 
lease, but the protesters be- drlvlnr through sandhil ls off 
l leved their ult imatum had access roads, and last n ieht 
had acreed l o allow children 
and disabled raemben of the 
protest croup to travel into 
the lease arc^i by vehicle, and 
had previously allowed the 
pro test crs' water truck to 
u 
® 
® 
{ a l e s . c a m p about five kllometrrsi 
Drlvlnr a cavalcade of cars Inside the lease boundary, 
and station wagons est imated ^.Af ar the main ^Vhena^ shaft, 
to number up to 40. they bur^t ^y ) ldd l t l ona l police were brlnj: 
through A barricade of police aep loyed to the shaft i r r * 
and mine veh ic le s o n tho „ after Indications that further 
access roiMli_ 
Two protesters wer« arres -
ted aXtf r wTCStlInx with pol ice 
vtho drafxed them from & 
/our-w heel-drive \ mine 
vehicle parked iWi 
across the road. 
deways 
blockade act ion was planned 
ir later In the even ln t . 
t the h e i ( h t of t h e . m o r n -
E clash, one protester yelled 
above the no i se that It was 
"minor lo what we have plan-
ed 
Another was arrested a f t e r l O M o r e than 250 police arc al 
c l lmbint into « police veh ic l e ,^^t i e mine site, and were able 
and a further arrest was 
made w h e n one protes ter 
s e n t his vehic le ro l l lnc t o -
ward two pol icemen. 
T h o s e arrested were r t faSed 
ball and wlU appear today i n 
Port Aoxnsta Court o n char-
ges Inclodlnr TtsisUnc arrest 
and assao l l lnr police. 
One of the officers rece ived 
minor let: Injuries w h e n t h e 
car struck him as It rolled 
down an cmbankmenL 
Pol ice re inforcements sur 
l e d to the area, and eve 
re-
lh< 
Xa 
i - llo 
to keep a low profile for Iho 
first two days of the blockade, 
unti l yesterday's devclop-
lents. 
\ spokesman for Roxby 
a n a t e m e n t , Mr John Reyn-
olds , yesterday attacked the 
rotesters 'act ion. 
"The Roxby p r o t e s l e n have 
own themse lves willinic to 
•^ort to -v io lence de^pilc 
Iheir staled Inlrntlon to r n -
(C RC In peaceful demonblra-
n only." he said. 
~ l e said Roxby Manaxemenl 
ThlnB* to net 
Ihcrc," he said 
nzt>yr -Stile Oi 
^-fr, .Mr Olsen, : 
_ T h a t yesterday's violence 
went ahead In spile (ft this 
• shows Ihe prole>lcrs a^ a 
Kroup whose stated peaceful 
intenl lons are not to be bc-
Jjcvcd". 
^ ) M r Payne had earlier defen-
^ d e d the rlihLs of the mine 
^-roanaKeracnt ^o deny public 
access to certain parts of the 
exploration area. 
^ ^ V f t r r Ihe c lashes he Mid 
^ h a t If the blockade oncanls-
ers believed the Joint venlui^ 
rrs had no lecal rlcht to deny 
vehic les access to the project. 
Ibis should have been tested 
in the courts, "not with t h e ' 
jMimper bars of vehicles". 
&^\r Bannon said h e re iret -
T e d the c lashes but defended' 
^ I h e police action. 
MH-Obvlously, we can't allow 
T h i n j s to j e t out of hand up 
id. 
pposition Lead-
_ 1, said the protes-
ters had been |[lvcn all rea-
sonable opportunily to dera-
onslrate their caus,« by beinjc 
allowed Into t h e project site 
in fooU 
>-It Is now clear that lonr be-
. ore this demonstration, some 
of tho p a r t l d M n t s wer» de-
Urmlncd to break the law," 
^ ^ l e s a i d . 
P D ) . \ spo>cnmi» lor the C i m ^ 
p a l m A t a l n s l Nuclear Zner-
pr, w h u h organised the 
blockade, last nl<ht defended 
^jres lerday's act ion. 
Rl ) Mr Bob I lowle l t said CANE 
' ^ a d expected the S U t o Gov-
e r n m e n t lo communlcato l u 
responses lo the p r o t e i l t n , 
J w f o r e the 1 l am deadline. 
nTjA spokesman for Ihe Pr** 
^-Imler said an arraniement 
had heen made that CA.N'E 
would c o n U c t I h e . C o T t m -
ment for Ihe replies, but the 
proleslers "didn't bolher l o 
^ ^ I n t back", 
m) Xraltered rroups were hold-
^ n c mcet ln f s at the mlna all* 
last n l ch l lo dlscusa their 
n e s t moves. 
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Police drag a screaming protester away from the AIDEX entrance. na^rbT^fT^*"Oluia 
Wild scenes outside arms show 
® 
® 
^ 
(3 
By PAUL C K A M U I U J N 
C A N B E R R A : A r r o c t a l « e d 
peace pnHcst becaaK a w{M co»-
froaUHMi ( M t s i ^ tW A l O E X *9I 
arvts exhibittoa ycstcf^ay wimi 2 M 
protesters were arrested, a wo«aa 
raa orcr aad trvck iriadscreetts 
broke*. 
As Federal Police W M a tUa 
bl»e liae. protcsten riM«te4 sad 
waved placards before bda f car-
rkd off a pickci 1 1 M aad placed la 
wai(ia{ bases aad paddy wagon. 
ladcpcMiMt Scaator Jo Va lks -
*i»e aod reprcsestadra of tbe greca 
aad peace lobbta ixre arrested, as 
were a dodor, maaj pirifi iiliiaali, a 
wovuB said to haTT beoi a aoB, a 
covpk of paaks aad evm a TonMr 
/ V > ^ Playmate of tbc Year. 
T W protest orrr A I D E X (ttbc 
Aastraliaa iDleraatioaal Dtfeacc 
E^ipmeat ExblUtioa) b expected 
to reacb a peak thb aioraiaf w V a 
polkc will try lo allow It to opea by 
cieariag rttnalBias protestcfs froin 
^ntraaces. 
( ^ T h e a a i a clash yesterday 
occarrcd at o»e eatraacc, wliere a 
teteraa of the ChaeluDdl forest 
canpatga bad set ap poles la tripod 
formatwa above aboat 170 pro-
testers boddIio£ a m ia arm la froat 
of tfce ta le . 
( b ) Ual i l yesterday, tbe poike had 
M«a far oatnDmbcred. Tbcy were 
)oiacd by tbe Tactka l Resfoase 
Grxwp aad plaioclotbed officers, 
awelliag Mmibers to ISO. 
® A b o a t I J O p m , tbe order was 
t lrea to reimn'e tbe protesters-
Maay w n i quietly, bat a few 
rtntj^led riolently as tbey were 
dragxed away. Tbe last to f o was 
tbe maa percfoed oo Ibe tripod. • • • 
desperate a d of defUacc as (be 
police palled him dowm, be atlacbed 
himself to a pole with a bicycle lock 
aroand h b occk aad threw ibe key 
away. Tke lock was removed with a 
service aagle eriader, aad be loo 
was carled off. 
tThere were more arrests I i ier •ea police dbraaatled thrte iater-
lockiat tripods, cadb with a pn>-
tcster oa top, at tbe pablic ewlraace. 
OtWrs w«fc resoved at a third 
eatraace, after tbey blockaded it 
with aa overtarvcd car. b«raia£ 
Qrts aad 44-tal lo« dnims. 7 
nj Police were wearing rubber gio*M, 
wteftsibfy to protect against tbe 
traasDibsioa of tbe A I D S vims. 
They were of ao ase lo oae 
policewoutaB, W I M was bitica oa the 
bottocks ia Saaday aigbt^s oKlee 
aad b to be tested for the virvs. Sbc 
abo kcad two ribs broke*. 
/TOTlwae arrested were cbarged with 
breachlag the peace at special 
slttiags of t W A C T Magfatraie's 
Coart last aigbt. A l l were allowed 
to go free, bat harstter peaaltics art 
likely if tbey are arrested agaia at 
A I D E X . 
^lOSecoads before sfce was arrested, 
^ e o a t o r Valkat iac defeWed Ihe 
prolesL " T * b b evil, asd »e have 
made a peacefal protest agalasf l l , " 
^ e said. 
V£ ) A protest co-ord iaa (or . M r 
Jacob G r e c h . who was also 
arrested, said tbe arms sold at Ibe 
exh ib i l ioa woald be osed for 
JBtassacrcs similar to tbose ia Di l i . 
( / 5^owever . aa A I D E X spokcsmaa 
nt fW last aigbt there woald be ao 
IndoMsiaa exbibits or delegates at 
the exhibttioL He said aboai 90 per 
cent of tbe exhibits were aot rockets, 
missJks or mJliUry vebkrles, but 
coaiptiter tectoology. 
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Police chief vows to get tough 
By PETER CLACK 
(j) A K'licc officer received 
chemical bums yesicrday after 
being siruck by a balloon filled 
with a "highly corrosive" sul>-
slance ai ihe Aidcx '91 demon-
sliation. 
(3 ) His injury ukes the police ca-
sually loll 10 27 and includes 
nine police w.iih fractured bones, 
plus a long list of bites, bruises 
and abrasions. 
( D Tlie Chief Police OfTicer for 
the ACT. Peter Dawson, warned 
yesterday ihai police had had 
enough and would now "get 
tough" with protesters ouiside 
the National Exhibition Centre. 
df) From laie yesterday, police 
would make full arrests, and Mr 
Dawson said he would consider 
issuing shields to pohce. If thai 
did not restrain demonstrators. 
Mr Dawson said he would allow 
ofTicers to use police dogs for 
aowd control. 
(5 ) "It's getting to the slage that 
restraint and the sofl options are 
not working." an obviously up-
set Mr Dawson told a police me-
dia conference. "We've had six 
days of effort tr> ing 10 preserve 
the peace at Aidex. 
@ "We are going to have to use 
jougher options." 
^ He implored protesters 10 
cease. 
@ "Surely we've had enough." he 
said. ^ 
Q)An estimated JOO hard-core 
protester., were more intent on 
violence than the peaceful dem-
onstration that had been 
planned. 
(^Among the indignities being 
ricaped on police are protesters 
splashing them with unne or 
coating themselves with faeces. 
^ T h e more dangerous activities 
include an attempt to electrify 
the wire fence, the manufacture 
of Molotov cockuils and cutting ^  
the brake hoses on a police van. 
(jp Police produced a sample 
range of weapons yesterday, in-
cluding pine cones, rocks, metal 
knives, balloons filled with dye. 
avocadocs wTih naik embedded 
in ihem, barbed wire, and a stick 
wilh a fork strapped to the top. 
@ A police cameraman had his 
camera stolen ar,.' w3s jabbed in 
e arm, which latt -elled up. 
^ " l i galls me 10 [.ave these 
things happening to my police," 
Mr Dawson said. 
@ H e outlined the tradition of 
policing in the ACT, where many 
protests had been handled with 
maximum restraint 
Ot) He was satisfied thai police 
nad used reasonable force to pre-
serve Ihe peace. 
(Q)Vticnni of demonstrations in 
the major capital cities have re-
marked that Canberra's police 
id shown great restraint. 
They would not last five min-
utes in Sydney," one said. 
(J^Lines of police were kept busy 
yesterday trying ,lo contain un-
ruly groups of protesters, and 
there were 19 ancsls and dozens 
x f injuries. 
( 2 ^ « The head of ihe Anglican 
^Jiurch, Archbishop Keith Ray-
ner, said Aidex '91 should be the 
last ever held in Australia. 
(5 )He said the Australian Gov-
emment was being opportunistic 
by "cashing in on the continuing 
demand for arms for local and 
regional confiias". 
(2)"0ur concern is that Australia 
appears to be moving into a vac-
uum created by the end of super-
power rivalry, a move in stark 
contrast to ihc movement for 
arms rrduciion on the part of 
wealer nations," he said. 
(2)Thc Archbishop said ii was 
accepted that Australia has 10 
have its own defence industry, 
but added that he did not believe 
that it must be extended by inter-
national trade. 
Dsmocrau attack police, 
poNct I tam that m a t i 
arT«ita ar« rarvty th« way 
10 daal with prolat i , 
Truca cal lad aa 
protaatart wad. Apathy la 
unforylwabta: ctaryyman, 
mora ptcHiraa. - Paga *. 
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Another battle for 
Anzaj marchers 
© SYDNEY.— The flour bombing of a prison offi-
cers' contingent and a feminist protest failed to mar 
the biggest Anzac parade in Australia in Sydney 
@ About 25,000 ex-servicemen and women took 
part in the march before v.hat organisers said was 
the biggest spectator turnout for 15 years. 
(^ A group calling itself the Prisoners United Mili-
tant Activists threw eggs and flour bombs at prison 
officers as they lined up near the march start at 
Martin Place. No arrests were made. 
(^ About 100 women dressed in red and carrying 
banners protesting against rape marched through 
the city before the parade. 
/f) In Adelaide, two marchers, one 72 and the other 
65. collap.sed and died. 
(2) The St John .Ambulance snid one man died after 
the march and the other collapsed on the route. 
(D in Melbourne, the city's 7lM Anzac Day parade 
w,is also eventful; 
^ • (-"our people collapsed, and two slipped in the 
mud, breaking their ankles. 
Ql • A book about organised crime in Australia 
was flung on the steps of the Shrine during the 
ceremony. A man who would not identify himself 
said the book was aimed at the Premier, Mr Cain, 
and the Opposition Leader, Mr Kenneit. 
(jo) • Two members of the Anti-Anzac Day women's 
collective were arrested in a protest in St Kilda 
Road. A man wielding a knife knocked two reporters^ 
aside and cut wires connected to the women's mobile 
public address system. 
(u) A 23-'year-old unemployed woman from 
Hawthorn was later charged with indecent lan-
gttttpe. rtss.iulting^ polic-C; and- betng armed with-an-
olfcnsivc v,capon. 
(^ In Perth, the largest contingent for more than 10 
\ears turned out, with between 5000 and 6000 ex- j 
Ncrucemen and women taking part. I 
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Batons used in violent school protest 
Protesteri Chel Roxburgh and Dean Qregurich at jthe college yesterday . . . 14 people were injured during the violent demonstration^ 
Byeducalioorepbrter CAROLYN JONES-'!;, 1 f. -1 ' 
(D' 
pollcf injured' durinc s vIolcntfiMlioiu), Mr'BrUn Chnrch..ni<l a 
demonsUation a( thr/rebel Rich-.^/rooP l"»<nrn l« h«ve caased vio-
mond Secondary, College jtlte In Hence at prerfoos demonstrations 
fnncr*cilv Melbourne rexterda}-; ••. *n Melboome tried to blJM-k the 
Three proUslers were admitted to demonstration, 
hoxpftal after the drmonxtraUon, ^Lefs look at the »core. i*aU we? .•.. 
which bri:»n when pick'elen (rted © l l police Ininred, two protesters 
lo prevent a truck cairyinr Edttca- . injured that I know of." he said, 
lion Drpxrtmrnt rontrartoni Despite the demonstration, the 
hired to rrnov^te; Ihe school build-|0\Mini»ter for Edncation. Mr Hay-
inr from enteHn^ the croundK. . '«A»-ard. reaffirmed the Govern-
ATA lUlon-HleldinK police formed a line menfn commitment to open Ihr 
^^ to prevent k^boul 100.. prolesterx new .Melbourne Glrk CoHejte at 
from blockinx tbe school'x'main the rebel Khool aite. 
entrance. Polirc| vaid they werr "Wc Vill not allow the action of 
forced to move the drmonxtratorx VSvk>eople who»e first interest IN not 
when ther rrt>catrdly rrfBKed to ''^he benefit of students to deter.u.\ 
>-. leave lo^llow thrltrurk Ihroui^h. ; from'thU . . . It will %o ahead," Mr 
f(f\ ^exlerda.vS prolrvl nas the most vi- -llayward said. 
'^-^ olent itinre the Hit hmond Second- Privately, the Kennett Ooverrimenl 
ary Collecr rebets moved into (he @\s believed to be extremely con-
Nchool \Z months aco in defiance • cemed at the Impact the rebel 
of a Kenneit Cfovemment decl- - school protect la. having on the 
Mon to clone it and M other prl--.- proposed coltcce. 
mary and xccondar?' Mrhools. The . The principal of the colleje. Ms 
demonstration fbllowrt last week's ij^avell Zaocalix. Ia»t nifht admlt-
pre-dawn raid in which. 30 occupk"^5^ed the school mlfht have to con-
y—V iers were evicted,' sider opening for claascs on Janu-
(5)The Kecrctarv of the Victorian Thi- arr 2S at an aitematlve site. 
^-^ des Hall Council. Mr John Half- *E|»e protesters were charted with 
penny, condemned police for usinjc whinderlnx and obstn»clin« police, 
batons, savinc | trade unionists They were baited to appear at the 
were horrified by the "unprovoked ^Melbourne Magistrates Court on 
police violence**, j ' ' l .Cjanuary 13. Three were rranted 
Senior police defended the police bail on the condlUon that they 
re.sponxe. iwylnjithey were forced;-. stay away from the school 
to remove the protesters. , sroonds. 
C) 
Document 8 
TheSydney Morning Herald 14-12-93, page 1. 
16 hurt as college battle erupts 
Police use batons on Chel 
College site yesterday and (i 
By JOANNE PAINTER 
m Mdboume 
ProIc^tc^^. police and Vic-
ioria\ Minister for Education. Mr 
Don lla>ward. prcdktcd further 
violence al ihe Rkbmond Sec^md-
ir> College site after a rlish 
yesterday in which five proie^tcri 
and II police were injured. 
Police arrested five people a\ 
protesters tried to slop workers 
from entering the closed collc{;r 
site in suhurban Richmond. 
There were about 100 demon-
stralo^^ at Ihe protest outside Ihe 
school fence. Teachers and parents 
have been trying to stop ihr 
Roxburgh during the protest at Richmond Secondary 
inset) the aftermath. f*o^ t-aurr bf CAniuuNt cow 
co-educstional school from being 
turned into a girls' school without 
the Victorian Government guaran-
teeing thai sDotber co-educ>r>onal 
school would open in Ihc area. 
Mr ilasMard blamed profes-
sional agitators for the violence 
ind said the Gosernment would 
continue refurbishmeni work to 
prepare for the opening of Mel-
hiturnc Girls' College on Ihe site 
ncit month. 
In the clash, police wiih riot 
batons pave the protesters two 
minutes to disperse. When the 
prnlrslcrs refused ihey advanced, 
chanting **Move. move, move" 
and Jabhing their batons at them. 
Several protesters were beaten 
with batons. Afterwards, a van 
carrying contract labourers was 
ushered into tbe Khool. 
A college supporter, Ms Elvie 
Sicvers, who was oo Ihe front line, 
said the police action was exces-
sive and unwarranted. 
The president of the \'iclorian 
Secondary Teachers Association, 
Mr Brian Henderson, deplored 
the tactics used by police, saying it 
was Ihe "worst case of unpro-
voked assault on demonstrators" 
he bad ever seen. 
Police later promised not to 
use batons ia any funher demon-
strations. 
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Angry i^ninersMt back in day of violence at Roxby 
By DRIAN FRANCIS and TIM RAKKER ' ' ' 
THIRTY-flvo antl-nudn.r 
<Jomon.ir.tor. we« 'i^ei!JJ 
-In a »«ond diy otiirotMt . ^ 
violence , l thJ FuSbfi',J"„^, 
back^ aU.g«^lyT!S'lKfoni 
PtoUMr. who w u Uken a»afr 
In an ambulance. " 
. Seven prot«»ter» were atni-
tejl after a violent dijh i i » 
Bide Ihc lease area alter It-be-boom gate on a road leading to (D A tmall number o( protcitcrn 
Ihe main Whenan fharu e»l»bllihed tho canlp. about came apparent atlemote lo rc-
^ A Jurther 38 were dragged to —400m (rom the Whtnin .halt mrlcl lurthcr movcmcnta ol 
^ waiting police van during a yftcr eluding p<)llco .grid miho j)roteitvchlclc» had tailed. 
;• non-vlolefit blocluide of the managftiicnt roadblocks dur-/f) Protcmcm. however, got a 
ahalt In the altemoon. .They lug iho lint ecjlcs or violent *^a.Mrf}f ihelr own tactics dur-
I ,;^ere charged with loitering. -clashes on Monday. .uig llie morning as they sur-
;jiftOrto-BOO-demon»trator»and-@-RoxbyManB»en>e6lriBervlces-—gedlurtherJjitoihcarca. 
i*^-large number o( vehicles (aflrmsclupbytheJolAtvcn--«)Mlners sat In (rout ol their 
have Joined a canipinsjde the lurcra. BP Australia and S^ehlclcs.haltlpg their progress 
exploration lease area ot the 
mine, which lies 8«0km north-, 
west of Adelaide. ^ '; 
. Western Mining Corporation). - Ih a clasMc display of lion-vlo-
had by late yesterday dlimant- • " 
led a network of barricades In-
^enfprotesl technique?. 
1- • © Police stepped In to defuse 
• the alluatlon. By lunchllme 
they had arrested lour men' 
and three women for offences. 
. ranging from auaulling police 
and resisting arrest to failure 
- io cease loitering.. 
(fy t-aler an organised body of 
—abouL.40 proleiitcrs-attemptcd-
lo blockade the Whenan shall 
against the arrival of mine 
Centlnutd - Pip 2 
EdH«ritl-Pu<t 
Police arrest 
35 in day of; 
violence at 
Roxby Dow^ 
Freo Pip 1 ^^ 
workers who were due to start 
the evening shift. 
Reaching the shaft about 
3.15pm they sat at the feet of a 
line.of police and mounted 
troopers. ' '"' "^  
Further back, a second body" 
_Df_dtmonstrators sal In rovs-
ac 10m Intervals. 
The protesters offered little 
resistance vhen police moved 
In !tnri h e f ° " m ^ H n y . r r « . l . 
Police were forced, to carry-
— some of those arrested to 
walling vehicles. 
(U About 13 miners from the 
nearbytoira'of Andamooka 
' drove to tht-jb»ft.Jence.gate_ 
-^s^ as police began the arrests. 
yV;. As the miners alighted, sev-
i eral minor scuffles broke out, 
and one woman demonstrator 
was pushed back Into the 
demonstrators' ranks. 
Police b^gan escorting the 
remaining protesters away 
from the shaft area after Ihe. 
-arrests.-while amlnl-bus cir^" 
ryUig workers from the village 
^ skirted the prolesL 
(fl Those arrested were ex-
pected to appear in the Anda-
^ mooka Court this morning. 
nd The four men and one 
^ ^ woman arrested during vio-
lent clashes-on Monday ap-
peared in the Andamooka 
Court, yesterday and were 
remanded oatMO baii each.to-
_appt«cJll_Eon,jAugusti-on_ 
-^> September 26. 
ray—An-undLii-lujeJ nuinbei uC 
police reinforcements were 
flown into Andamooka yester-
day to boost the 2S0-slrong 
contingent at .the mine. 
ftfl Dog Squad officers were de-
ployed yesterday to guard the 
- , mine's ventilation system. 
m The organisers of the block-
>i^ ade. the Coalition for a Nu-
dear-Free Australia, had 
stated that only non-vloleni 
blockade techniques would be 
- . employed. 
tjA Their use of force has dra»-n 
V--1 widespread criticism from the 
SUtc Oovemment, Opposi-
tion, and Roxby Management 
/ ^ Services. . f^ A blockade spokeswoman, 
\^ Ms Nadlne Williams, iald yes-
terday she could not guaran-
tee there would beno funher 
violence cr property damage. . 
/(h The manager of Roxby Man-
c 9 | agement Services. Mr John 
.Copping, said in Adelaide last 
night he was satisfied the pro-
testers still posed no threat to 
production. 
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